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PREFACE. 


T he Essays comprised in tliis volume are 
chiefly a reprint of my Biographical Essays 
which were published in 1884, and have been 
out of print for several years. It may lie quite 
true that most of the men whose life, or rather 
whose work in life, I have tried to describe, are 
unknown to fame, but that is the very reason 
why I thought they deserve<l a biographical 
record. Several of my friends have asked me. 
Who was IlAmmohun Roy, or Keshub Chunder 
Sen ? Who was Colebrooke, or Julius Mold ? 
What are they to us ? What lessons can we 
learn from their lives ? They might as well ask, 
Who was Reuchlin, and who was Erasmus, and 
what can we learn from their lives ? Rdmmohun 
Roy, who gave the first impulse to a reform of 
the ancient religion of India, may hereafter hold 
a place Jthe greatest benefactor of millions 
of human lieings inhabiting that marvellous 
country. I am quite aware that the movement 
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which he initiated, and which was carried on 
by Keshub Chunder Sen and Protap Chunder 
Mozumdar, is languishing at present, but it 
possesses the vitality of truth, and if there is 
ever to be a honest reform of the national 
religion of India, and a real appioach to Chris¬ 
tianity, it can only be On the'lines laid down by 
these now half-forgotten reformers. 

. Colebrooke was, I believe, the greatest Oriental 
scholar that England has ever produced, and 
though his energies were chiefly devoted to 
a literature cultivated by few and treated with 
indiflerence by many, the study of Sanskrit luis 
inaugurated a new period in what has been 
called the proper study of mankind—the study 
of man. The comparative spirit which htis re¬ 
animated the study of lang\iages, mythologies, 
and religions, and may he said to pervade now 
nearly every branch not only of historical, hut 
even of natural science, took its rise with the 
rise of Sanskrit scholarship. If there is ever 
to l>e a reform of philosophy, based on a true 
perception of the nature of language as the 
connate embodiment of thought, if there is ever 
to l)e a revival of that eternal and universal reli¬ 
gion which underlies all the individvud ^’eligions 
of the world, Colehrooke’s name w’i^ Hot he fV)r- 
gotten as having been the first to firing together 
solid and trustworthy materials with which the 
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new Comparative Sciences of Language, Mytho¬ 
logy, and Keligion had to be built up. 

Julius Mohl again, though less distinguished 
-by original work, has been a tower of strength 
through the beneficial influence which he exer¬ 
cised on the progress of Oriental research during 
his long residence in Paris. As tiie persistent 
advocate of sound and critical scholarship, and 
the dreaded enemy of all pretenders, nay, as the • 
adviser and helper of many students, whether 
young or old, who liad the high objects of 
Oriental scholarship at heart, his influence was 
felt, not only in France, but in England and 
Germany also, and his name as a trusty steers¬ 
man ought not to be forgotten either by the 
small craw whom he has steered through many 
breakers and safely guided through many a 
storm, or by the public at large that has bene- 
fitted by their labours. 

I have added a numlier of smaller memorial 
notices, mostly again of men little known beyoiul 
the circle of their own fellow-labourers. It is 
a very sad duty to have to speak at tlie graves 
of our friends, but it is a duty which a man 
who lives beyond threescore years .and ten can 
hardly e8Qai)e. I have not Ijeen al>le to c(»Ilect 
all the obifuaiy notices which I have IkkI to 
contribute to the Tim&i, the AOwnaeurn,, and 
the Acathmy during ncfirly half a century, but 
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I believe that every one here reprinted was 
devoted to a friend whose name well deserves 
to be remembered in the midst of the hurry 
and forgetfulness of our busy life. Much of the 
best work in the world is done by those whose 
names remain unknown, who work because 
life’s gx’eatest bliss is work, and who require no 
reward beyond the consciousness that they have 
• enlarged the knowledge of mankind, and con¬ 
tributed their share to the final triumph of 
honesty and truth. 

F. M. M. 
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RAJAH RlMMOHUN ROY. 

( 1774 - 1833 .) 

Addrttt delivfr^d in i\e 'BrinioX "Munnmy Sf-piemher 37, X8S3, 
iht Fiftieth Anniversary of the Jt^Jah's death. 

I T is only fifty years ago that Mjah R^mmohun 
Roy, who had come to Bristol to pay a visit to 
Dr. Carpenter and other fiicnds, died here on the 
27th of September, 1833. He drew his last breath at 
twenty-five minutes past two o’clock in the morning. 

On the 18th of October his body was committed to 
the earth, under the shadow of some fine old elm-trees 
in the garden of Stapleton Grove, where the Rfijah 
had been staying, since the beginning of September, 
as the guest of Miss Castle, a ward of Dr. Carpenter’s. 

Lastly, in 1843, on the 29th of May, tho remains 
of the EAjah were transferred from Stapleton Grove 
to the beautiful cemetery of Amo’s Vale. There, as 
you enter, on the right hand side, many of those 
whom I have the honour to address here to-night, 
have ho doubt gazed and wondered at a strange 
Oriental mbn^ment, which was erected over the tomb, 
of the B&jab b^ my old friend, Dv&rk&n&th * Tagore, 

' iTrtnktnltha, lik* Dr&nUcen, !<« nsnij* of Krithna. 

*■ YOL. U., a 
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who was himself a follower of the great religious 
reformer, and soon afb<er shared his sad fate of dying 
an exile in a foreign country. Let me read you the 
lines insci-ibed on the monument:— 

BENfcATH THIS STONE 

REST THE REMAINS OF rAjA rAmMOHUN ROY BAHADOOR, 

A CONSCIENTIOUS* AND STEADFAST BELIEVER IN IHE 
UNITY OF THE GODHEAD; 

HE CONSECRATED HIS LIFE WITH ENTIRE DEVOTION 
TO THE WORSHIP OF THE DIVINE SPIRIT ALONE. 

To GREAT NATURAL TALENTS HE UNITED A THOROUGH MASTERY 
OP MANY LANGUAGES, AND EARLY DISTINGUISHED HIMSELF AS ONE 
OF THE GREATEST SCHOLARS OF HIS DAY. 

His unwearied labours to promote the social, moral, 

AND PHYSICAL CONDITION OF THE PEOPLE OF INDIA, HIS EARNEST 
ENDEAVOURS TO SUPPRESS IDOLATRY AND THE RITE OF SUTTEE, 
AND HIS CONSTANT ZEALOUS ADVOCACY OF WHATEVER, TENDED TO 
ADVANCE THE GLORY OF GOD AND THE WELFARE OF MAN, LIVE 
JN THE GRATEFUL REMEMBRANCE OF HIS COUNTRYMEN. 

This tablet records the sorrow and pride with which 

HIS MEMORY IS CHERISHED BY HIS DESCENDANTS. 

He WAS BORN IN radhAnAgore, in Bengal, in 1774, and 
DIED AT BRISTOL, SEPTEMBER 37TH, 1833. 

These are the bare facts which connect this ancient 
city of Bristol with the memory of BAJah B&mmohuu 
Roy, the great religious reformer of India. You 
wished for an interpretation of these facts, and I 
only wish you could have found a more competent 
and more eloquent interpreter. But as an old admirer, 
and I,^eel proud to say, as a sincere follower of 
B&mmilhttn Roy, so far as he went in his religious 
reforms, I felt it almost impossible t| decline the 
kind invitation which was addressed to me by my 
-friend, our Chairman, in the name of your Sodety, 
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to be present here on the fiftieth anniversary of 
the death of B&jah R&mmohun Roy, and to say 
a few words on his life, and, what is more important, 
on the work of his life,—on that which has outlived 
his life, and has secured to him that best of all im¬ 
mortalities,—the gratitude of mankind. 

If I tell you that R^mmohun’s’ life-work was the 
restoration of the old religion of India, as contained 
in the Veda, and that a great part of my own life 
has been spent in making the Veda accessible to the 
students of Europe, by collecting the ancient MSS. 
of the Sacred Writings of the Br&hmans, and publish¬ 
ing for the first time the text and commentary of the 
Rig-Veda, the oldest book of the whole Aryan race, 
you will easily imderstand the strong sympathy I feel 
for the Indian Reformer, whose ashes rest among the 
ashes of your own forefathers; but I am afraid 1 shall 
hardly convey to you by these few words a very clear 
idea either of what the RAjah tried to achieve as a 
reformer, or what I myself hoped to accomplish as a 
scholar. It will be necessary therefore, before pro¬ 
ceeding further, to turn our eyes together to the past, 
in order to gain a kind of historical background from 
which the religious reformer of India, to whose memory 
we wish to do honour to-night, may step forward as 
you see his stately 6guro advancing towards you in 
that excellent picture which has to-night been placed 
in this hall, and which, 1 hope, may always retain a 
place of honour in your Museum' 

' Th« UAt-tise jortnAt by Biggi wm bought b/ MIm Cacti*. and 
proaentod to the BrMol Mnaeum. The RAjah himaetf did not like it, 
pooaibl/ beoanae he thought the complexion too dark. There la alao a 
ndaSatore hy Newton, and a boat by Claikaw 
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Great men, depend upon it, do not come dotm from 
the sky like shooting stars. They come in the fulness 
of time; and if we want to understand their true 
character, we must try to understand that fulness of 
time, that is, the time that lay behind and the time 
that lay before them. We must know the work that 
others had done before them, in order to understand 
the work that they themselves were meant to do. 

R&mmohun Roy, the originator of the Indian Re¬ 
formation, a reformation that is still going on slowly, 
silently, but, for all that, irresistibly, died fifty years 
ago. Now fifty years may not seem to some of us 
a very long time. It is quite possible that a few who 
are present here to-night may remember the RSjah’s 
visit to Bristol. Yet fifty years are half a century, and 
remember that, according to the received chronology, 
not more than sixty such centuries are supposed to 
form the canvass for the whole history of the world, 
or, at least, for as much of it as we shall ever know. 
Remember that we have accustomed ourselves to 
believe that only one hundred and twenty such short 
periods as have passed since the death of R&mmohun 
Roy, that is to say, no more than 6000 years—a 
stretch of time that might almost be spanned by the 
memory of sixty men—separate us from what will 
always remain the most miraculous of all miracles, 
and, at the same time, the most certain of all facts— 
the appearance on this earth of a being, capable of 
language, that is, of reason; a being which, when it 
came to be conscious of its dignity, ca|^ed itself Man, 
or, in Sanskrit, Mann, which means t|ie'measurer, the 
thinker, the discoverer and the giv^ of laws. 

1 do not mean to- imply that 1 myself believe that 



bAjar bAumouun boy . 


5 


the age of man is six thousand years and no more. 
I only wish to measure the time that has elapsed 
since the death of B&mmohun Boy with the time 
that is commonly believed to have elapsed since the 
birth of man. 

I doubt whether Astronomy will ever be able to 
measure the age of the solar system in which our 
planet moves as a very small star among larger stars, 
all held together by the same central force. 

I doubt whether Geology will ever be able to fix 
the time when, after the long interval that must have 
followed on the glacial period, the highest plateaus of 
the earth became fit for human occupation. 

But I feel perfectly certain that no one who has 
carefully studied the origin, growth, and decay of all 
that we call human, our thoughts, our words, our 
religions, our arts, our sciences, our laws and literature, 
can really believe, or can make it even intelligible to 
himself, that no more than sixty centuries, no more 
than one hundred and eighty generations, should 
have passed since the first fire was lighted, the first 
flint chipped, the first word uttered. 

Let us think of our language only. It is said that 
the New English Dictionary, which has been prepared 
during the last twenty-five years by the members of 
the Philological Society, and the first part of which, 
edited by Dr. Murray, will soon issue from the Uni- 
versiiy Press at Oxford, is to contain one quarter of 
a million of words. Every one of these words is a 
work of it is the workmanship of human 

genius. Amu ^very one of these words had not 
only to be fashiofted, but it had to be accepted; it 
had to be recognised as the current coin of the 



6 


BIOOBAPmOAli ESSAm 


realm by millions and millions of spealcerSi, The 
history of that primeval coinage, its dispersion over 
the whole inhabited world, the losses which it suf¬ 
fered by wear and tear, the alloys which it had to 
admit, the ever-increasing rapidity with Which the 
ever-increasing wants of the intellectual Exchange of 
the whole world were supplied,—all this forms a 
study with which, to my mind, no other study can 
vie, call it astronomy, geology, or even philosophy. 
That study certainly leaves the impression on every 
unprejudiced scholar that, to account for it all, we 
want rather the fabulous periods of Hindu chronology 
than the narrow limits of the dates which have been 
deduced by mediseval scholars from the Sacred Books 
of the Jews. 

Well, let us consider now what a lesson of history 
is conveyed by the fact that Rftmmohnn Roy, when 
he came to England from the far East, spoke a lan¬ 
guage, the Ben^li, which in one sense, and in a truly 
scientific sense, may be called the aame language as 
English. Not only the material elements, but the 
original formal elements too^ are the same in English 
and Beng&li; and turn it as you like, you cannot 
escape from the conclusion that R&mmohun Roy, 
however strange his language xoay have sounded to 
his friends at Bristol, was not a mere stranger when 
he arrived in Europe, but was returning, in reality, 
to bis own intellectual kith and kin. I say 
Ivclual kith and kin, because that kinship is far more 
important than the mere kinship of blfod. Blood 
may be tiiicker than water, but language is thicker 
than blood, at least to bein^ who,‘though for a time 
identifying themselves with their flesh and blood, are 
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themselves something v«ry different from mere flesh 
and blood. 

We have now reached a point from which the 
journey of B&mmohun |loy from India to Europe, 
and hb stay in England, will appear to us in an entirely 
new light. The Science of Language, and, in fact, 
every true science, b like a hardy Alpine guide that 
leads us from the narrow, though it may be the more 
peaceful and charming valleys of our preconceived 
opinions, to higher points, apparently less attractive, 
nay often disappointing for a time, till, after hours 
of patient and silent climbing, we look round, and 
see a new world around us. A new horizon has 
opened, our eyes see far and wide, and as the world 
beneath us grows wider and larger, our own hearts 
seem to grow wider and larger, and we learn to em¬ 
brace the far and dbtant, and all that before seemed 
strange and indifferent, with a warmer recognition 
and a deeper human sympathy. We form wider con¬ 
cepts, we perceive higher truths. From that point of 
view, the Indian and the European grow into one, the 
Indo-European, speaking the same speech, thinking 
the same thoughts; and R^mmohun Itoy, the dark- 
skinned stranger, when landing on the shores of these 
distant isles, b recognised at once, and greeted as one 
of ourselves, estranged from us by no greater changes 
f.hftn what some thousand yems may have wrought 
in that language which hb ancestors and ours once 
spoke together under the same sky, it may be, under 
the same an<I which stiU lives on, however db- 
gubed, in hb speech and in our own, in Beng&li and 
in English. * 

' And now let us oak another question, in order to 
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understand and properly to appreciate the hidden 
springs and the real purport of R&mmohun Roy’s 
visit to England. Why did he come to England? 

We shall see that ostensibly he came on busi¬ 
ness. He was sent by the Emperor of Delhi, 
the Great Mogul, to plead his cause in one of the 
crowded streets of the city of London, in Leadenhall- 
street, in the gloomy East-India House, before the 
Court of Directors of the now extinct East-India 
Company. But his real business was very different. 
The supreme and all-absorbing interest of RAmmohun 
Roy’s Ufe was religion. Remember the first lines on 
his tombstone, ‘ He was a conscientious and steadfast 
believer in the Unity of the Godhead, and consecrated 
his life with entire devotion to the worship of the 
Divine Spirit alone.’ He was a BrAhman by birth, 
and though his mind had been opened by contact 
with English society in India, and had been widened, 
purified, and liberalised by a conscientious study of 
the Sacred Books of the great religions of the world, 
yet he remained a Brahman to the end. No doubt 
ho admired Christianity more than any other religion; 
I think wo may truly say he admired it more than 
his own; yet, for all that, he remained a BrAhman, 
and was therefore in the eyes of most of the people 
who received him in England, a non-Christian, or 
a heathen. 

And yet we have only to ascend again to a higher 
elevation, as we did before under the guidance of the 
Science of Language, and we shall meet.wjth a new 
guide, the Science of Reli^on, which will lead ua 
to a still higher standpoint, and ^ul open before 
our eyes a wide panorama, where the past history 
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of the religions of the .world seems almost present 
again, and where we can see the ancestors of that 
so-called heathen, worshipping the same gods and 
the same God whom some of our own ancestors once 
worshipped in their sacred groves not more than ten 
centuries ago. There was a time when tbe fathers of 
the Aryan race, that noble race to -which we ourselves 
belong, which has since been divided into Greeks and 
Romans, Celts and Slaves on one side, and Indians 
and Pemians on the other, invoked with the same 
names the gods of the sky, and the air, and the earth, 
the gods whose real presence was felt in the thunder 
and the storm and the rain, whose abode was looked 
for in the clouds or on the inaccessible crests of the 
mountains,—but chiefly the God, who was seen and 
yet not seen in the sun, who was revealed every 
morning in the brightness of the davm, and who 
himself revealed, far away in the golden East, that 
infinite Beyond, for which human language has no 
name, human thought no form, but which tlio eye 
of faith poiceives, and after fashioning it into endless 
ideal shapes, and endowing it with all that is most 
beautiful in poetry, most choice in art, most sublime 
in philosophy, calls—God. 

The names of some of these Aryan gods, such as 
the poor vocabulary of man could supply, were the 
same among the Saxons whom Charlemagne con¬ 
verted, and among the poets of India, whose sacred 
songs have been preserved to us, as by a miracle, in 
the hymns of the Veda. 

In this *pworama, which a comparative study of 
the ancient refigions of mankind has enabled us to 
oocstruct, we can still see tbe Aryan worshippers, 
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breaking tip from their common centre, and dividing 
into two branches, the North-Western and the South-. 
Eastern. 

The former marched towards the home of the setting 
sun, till they had reached that small peninsula which 
we now call Europe, and which became the stage 
of what we are apt to call the history of the whole 
world. 

The latter, the South-Eastern branch, set out to 
discover the home of the rising sun, till they reached 
their earthly paradise in the v^eys of the land of the 
Five Eivers, and, further still, along the shores of the 
Ganges and the Jumnah. Though these South-Eastern 
Aryans are seldom mentioned in our Histories of the 
world, we should bear in mind that India alone has 
more inhabitants at the present moment than the 
whole of Europe. 

When these two streams parted, each of them pre¬ 
served some of the names of their ancient common 
gods, but each arrived in time at the belief in a 
Father of all gods, in an All-father, in a God of gods. 
That faith, however, in the All-father, that mystery 
of the One God above all gods, was preserved by the 
few only. The North-Western Aryans at large, call 
them Greeks, or Bomans, or Celts, or Slaves, or 
Germans, forgot the true meaning of the ancient 
names, debased the character of their ancient gods,' 
and forgetful alike of the All-father and of the in¬ 
finite Beyond in the golden East, they became more 
and more absorbed in the cares aod pleasures of what 
was called political and practical life.' From this 
there Was but one escape; and we'^ accordingly 
that all the North-Western Aryas had sooner or later 
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to Bttrmider the ancient iuid corrupt religion of their 
Aryan forefathers, and to embrace a new religion, 
not of Aryan, but of Sejnitic descent; a religion in 
wbi«^ the unity of the Gbdhead had never been for¬ 
gotten; a religion founded, not only on the wor- 
i^ip, but on the love of the All-father; a religion 
lastly which, in spite of the most* fearful corruptions 
which it has suffered, has always preserved to those 
who have eyes to see, something of that original 
simplicity, purity, and true divinity which it pos¬ 
sessed in the minds of Christ and His disciples. 

B&mmohun Boy, the Arya, the Indian, the Br&hman, 
came to England for the sake of that new religion. 
He had studied Christianity before, he had seen its 
working among the English residents in India; but 
he wished to see a whole Christian country, and ho 
was longing for free intercourse with some of the 
freest and most fearless thinkers in the Christian 
Church. And why was that 1 

I told you before that B&mmohun Roy was an 
Arya, belonging to the South-Eastern branch of the 
Aryan race, and that he spoke an Aryan language, 
the Beng&li. He had been brought up to worship 
the old Aryan gods, and he lived among a people 
most of whom had forgotten the original intention 
of their ancient gods, and had sunk into idolatry of 
the darkest hue. He himself, like many of his country¬ 
men, possessed the old mystery of the All-father, the 
father of gods and men, the Fra^pati, the lord of 
creatures, would call him. Nay, he knew more. 
He was a true Br&hman, so called because he knew 
the Brahman, {he Supreme Spirit, or, more correctly, 
the Highest Self, ^ One witlumt a second, the Om 
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in all, the Self behind us and the Self within us. He 
knew all this, at least dimly, and yet he wanted to 
know more; and he came to England, the first Br 4 hman 
who ever crossed the sea, to see whether Europe, 
whether Christian Europe, would teach him some¬ 
thing which he had looked for in vain in the Vedas 
and in the Upanishads, in the Bhagavadgit 4 and in 
the Ved&utarsfitras. He came to England, and after 
spending some time in London, seeing the best men 
he could find, and watching the outward manifest¬ 
ations of Christianity, wherever they showed them¬ 
selves, whether in drawing-rooms or prisons, in Church 
or Parliament, in schools or hospitals, he at last came 
to Bristol to finish his search after truth, a search 
which only ended with his last breath. 

I have thus tried to lay before you a map of the 
world,—a mere sketch, it is true, yet sutiiciently 
clear, I hope, to make you see that BAmmohun Roy’s 
visit to England was not merely a fortuitous ad¬ 
venture, but that it had historical antecedents, that 
it had an historical character, in the true sense of 
the word. If History is to teach us anything, it must 
teach os that there is a continuity which binds to¬ 
gether the present and the past, the East and the 
West. And no branch of history teaches that lesson 
more powerfully than the history of language and 
the history of religion. It is under their guidance 
that we recognise in R&mmohun Roy's visit to Eng¬ 
land the meeting again of the two great branches of 
the Aryan race, after they had been sepa^a^d so long 
that they had lost all recollection of, their common 
origin, of their common language, of their common 
faith. In RAmmohun Roy you may recognise thd 
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best representative of the South-Eastern Aryas, turn¬ 
ing deliberately North, to shake hands once more 
with the most advanced outposts of the other branch 
of the Aryan family, established in these islands. It 
is true that, long before his visit to England, England 
had visited India, first for the sake of commerce, then 
for the sake of self-defence and -conquest. But for 
the sake of intellectual intercourse, for the sake of 
comparing notes, so to say, with his Aryan brothers, 
K&mmohun Roy was the first who came from East 
to West, the first to join hands and to complete that 
world-wide circle through which henceforth, like an 
electric current. Oriental thought could run to the 
West, and Western thought return to the East, making 
us feel once more that original brotherhood which 
unites the whole Aryan race, inspiring us with new 
hopes for a common faith, purer and simpler than 
any of the ecclesiastical religions of the world, and 
invigorating us for acts of nobler daring in the con¬ 
quest of truth than any that are inscribed in the 
chronicles of our divided past. If England is to be 
the great Indo-European Empire of the future, llAm- 
mohun Roy's name will hold a prominent place among 
the prophets and martyrs that saw her true mission, 
and her true greatness and glory in the distant future. 

This must suffice as the historical background. Let 
us now look at the man who steps forward from it 
to do his own work in life, and to fight his own* battle, 
trying with aU his might to leave the world, and 
more par1}ci|iarly his own country, a little better 
than he found 

There is little to be smd about the mere life of 
RUmmohun Roy, and even the little we know from 
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hiooself AAd &om his Mends is far from trustworthy. 
There is no taste for history in India, stiU less for 
biography. Home life and family life are shrouded 
by a veil which no one ventures to lift, while public 
life, in which a man’s character shows itself in Eng¬ 
land, has as yet no existence in the East. On the other 
hand, loose statements, gossip, rumour, legend, fable, 
myth—call them what you like—are marvellously busy 
in the East; and though B&mmohun Roy has been 
dead for fifty years only, several stories are told by 
his biographers which have clearly a mythologies 
character. 

What interests us so much in the biographies of 
great men, their home-life, their early Mendships, 
their married life, aU this is wanting in RS.mmohun 
Roy’s biography. We shall hear something about his 
feelings for his mother, but of his married life we 
know no more than that he had three wives. His 
first wife died when he was very young, and his 
father married him to a third wife while the second 
was living. His second wife was the mother of his 
two sons, Rd.dh&pras&d and Rkmprasdd, and all we 
know of her is that she died soon after his mother's 
death. His eldest son died without leaving male 
issue, while the younger attained eminence at the 
bar, and was elected the first native Judge of the 
High Court of Fort William, though he died before 
taking'his seat. 

The real biography of BAmmohun Roy must be 
read in the work which he did; ant^ i^ order to 
understand that work it will be sui^cient for us to 
xumember only a few prominent evente of his life \ 

. » Mita Ooltet k ootlMtliig atsitfiala l» » *•«- -**“ 
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B 4 mmohun Boy was Wra in Bengal in 1774, so 
that at the time of his death he was not more than 
fifty-nine years of age. His ancestors on both sides 
belonged to the Br&hman caste. His paternal an¬ 
cestors, however, had been engaged in secular pursuits, 
while his maternal ancestors adhered to a life of reli¬ 
gious observances and devotion.- B&mmol^in Roy 
himself was educated for practical life, and, as a boy, 
devoted much time to the study of Persian and Arabic, 
though the influence of his mother’s relations seems 
to have induced him not to neglect altogether the 
study of Sanskrit, in which the main body of Hindu 
literature, law, and religion is composed. His doubts 
and mis^vings as to his ancestral religion seem to 
have been roused at a very early age, but the 
statement that, at the age of sixteen, he composed in 
Persian a treatise against the idolatry of all religions' 
—a bold subject for a man of sixty, much more for 
a boy of sixteen—rests on authority that may be 
doubted 

What seems certain is that, owing to some mis- 
xmderstandings with his father on religious subjects, 
he left his paternal home when he was about sixteen, 
and travelled over a considerable part of India, pro¬ 
ceeding even beyond the frontiers of his country, if 
report speaks true, and spending some time in Tibet. 

That he studied the language and literature of 

BSjah, ttmucka thmt eren tli« of hia birth Ja doubtful. 71 i« 
BSjah’a younger brother placed it in 1772. 

* The bocA here referred to ia probably the one mentioned on p. 34 
M *Pteaent t<f jAoothdata,' of which, aa Miaa Collet infomu me, 
eneprintedoopyesiala ia the Adi Samij library. It waa written after 
hia fifthat'a death. 

* See Anpandia, p. 46. 
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Tibet, and became really acquainted the Sacred 
Canon of the Buddhists in Tibet, I doubt for various 
reasons; still thi| impressions he received on these 
wanderings may have told on his future career, by 
opening his eyes to the similarity of all religious 
bdief, hidden under a great diversity of outward form 
./and ceremonial. 

After his father’s death in 1803 B^mmohun Boy 
first returned to Murshad&bad, the capital of the 
Soubah of Bengal, at whose Court his ancestors had 
found employment. He then served for a number of 
years as Diw&n (Sheristfidar) in the East-India Com¬ 
pany’s service. This was the highest post to which 
at that time a native could aspire, and a special clause 
had to be inserted in his Agreement that he should 
not be kept standing in the presence of his employer. 
At that time Diw&n meant often de facto magistrate, 
<U facto collector, de facto judge. 'Wlnle holding that 
office at Buogpore under Mr. John Digby his know¬ 
ledge of English was much improved, and he succeeded 
at last in writing and speaking it with considerable 
accuracy. 

After having secured an independent fortune*—ac- 

* Bemiurlcs been made on tbe sndden xrenlth wbich BAmmobna 
Kor WM topposed to hove MonmoUted daring Us Dlwtaship. It it 
tttitd that he inherited nest to nothing from hie fhther, ^ntt doea 
not proTo that other anoettral property did not oome to him. Mr. 
Sanford Amot »tate« that 'thedeaUiaf relatiree enabled b^m to retire 
from netlro life.' Dr. Carpenter etatM that hit father divided hit 
pn^MTty amongst hit aont two yean bi^hre hit death, whilo Mr. Amot 
detdaiet that Ktaunohon Boy wat diidnheritod by hit ihther. Certain 
it it that in an action inttiiat^ againtt Btomohim Koy 4 n the Caieotta 
Frovindal Court in 1813, the BSJah of Bnrdvm^ T«j Chand, for » 
baiaaoe dot from hit frther im a Kutbnndy bond, BAmmohan Tiay 
atated thaA to far from iahMitii^ the property of hit deotaaed fidher. 
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cording to some amount^g to 10,000 rupees a year— 
he went in 1814 to. settle in Calcutta. He bought a 
house, bnUt in the European style, and a garden, and 
i^‘ 1818 we first hear of meetings held there by his 
friends. We catch a glimpse of his life at that time 
through Mr. Amot, who visited him at his garden- 
house near Calcutta, and found' him one evening, 
about seven o’clock, dosing a dispute with one of 
the followers of Buddha who denied the existence of 
a Deity. The BAjah had spent the whole day in the 
controversy, without stopping for food, rest, or re¬ 
freshment, rejoicing more in confuting one atheist 
than in triumphing over a hundred idolaters. The 
credulity pf the one he despised, the scepticism of the 
other he thought pernicious, being ‘ deeply impressed 
with the importance of religion to the virtue and 
happiness of mankind.’ 

R&mmohun Roy, however, was equally outspoken 
against his co-religionists as against Buddhists and 
unbelievers. At first it seems to have been his con¬ 
tact with Mohammedans which made him a believer 
in One God. Afterwards, however, when his early 
hatred of everything English had been changed into 
a feeling of sincere respect ^ and when his know¬ 
ledge of the English language enabled him to become 

ha lukd, daring hi* life*time, aapanted himsdt from him nadthonst of 
hi* familjr in oon*eqaanoo of hi* altorad hnUta of lifo mid ohaago of 
opinion*, *nd that, inhoriUng no part of hia fatho'* pcoporty, ha waa 
not legally reeponaiblo for hi* faUteria dehta (Biogr. Am. p. 197). BQa 
brother, Jognu^m^Boy, died in iStl. 

* 'He mm toe aeUah, ornd, and almoet inaan* etron of the EngUah 
In goveming India, bdt ha alM aaw that their ayatam of govemmant 
and policy had redeeming qnalHie*. Mt to ba frmnd in the natira 
goremmant.* Adani^ Xiotdaw pw a6. 

von. II. 
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intimately acquainted, not only with some members of 
the Civil Service, but also with the master-works of 
English literature, his mind became more and more 
impregnated and invigorated by European thought 
and by Christian sentiment. 

The social intercourse between English and Indian 
gentlemen was at that time much more cordial than 
it is at present, and religious, social, and literary 
questions were freely discussed on both sides.. Re¬ 
ligion has always been the principal subject of 
thought, and a favourite subject for discussion with 
the people of India, and B&mmohun Roy, in answer¬ 
ing the questions or repelling the taunts of his 
English friends, seems to have felt no hesitation in 
expressing openly his contempt for that idolatrous 
worship which by others was taken to be the true 
and only religion of the country. 

He appealed to the Sacred Books, written in San¬ 
skrit, as bearing witness against the idolatry of the 
priest-ridden masses. 

At that time, however, thanks to the labours of 
such men as Sir William Jones, Wilkins and Cole- 
brooke, Sanskrit MSS. were no longer sealed books, 
and it was easy to retort on Rammohun Roy that his 
own Purknas, and even the Mah^bh&rata and Rfi.m&- 
yaiia, sanctioned idolatry, polytheism, caste, burning 
of widows, and many other abominations. 

It was then that R&mmohun Roy took his stand on 
the Vtda^ as the true Bible of India. The Veda, he 
declared, sanctioned no idolatry, taughj^ monotheism, 
ignored caste, prohibited the burning of widows; con¬ 
tained in fact a religion as true, as pure, and as 
perfect as Christianity itself, nay, free from some ot 
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the blemishes which offended him and many of his 
countrymen in the teaching of the missionaries. 

This was a bold assertion, half true, half false, as 
we know now, but an assertion which at that time no 
one could venture to criticise or contradict. 

Although there existed MSS. of the Veda, these 
MSS. were religiously guarded. Ifo Englishman was 
allowed to see or to touch them. Even at a much 
later time, when Professor Wilson by accident put 
his hand on some Vedic MSS. in a native library, he 
told me that people rushed at him with threatening 
and ominous gestures. Of course, the Veda had never 
been printed or published, and it existed in fact, as 
it had existed for three thousand years, chiefly in the 
memory of the priests. We can hardly form an idea 
of the power wielded by the priests, when they were 
the only depositaries of Vedas or Bibles, and when 
there was no possible appeal from what they laid 
down as the catholic faith. In India their position 
was stronger even than in Italy, because the priest 
did not read the Veda from MSS., but haxl to learn 
it entirely from oral tradition, and teach it again to 
his pupils in the same way. No one therefore could 
contra^ct him except those who did not wish to con¬ 
tradict him. 

Now it may sound strange, but I feel convinced 
that R&mmohun Roy himself, when, in his contro¬ 
versies with his English friends, he fortified himself 
behind the rampart of the Veda, had no idea of what 
the Veda was. Vedic learning was then at a 

low ebb in Bengal, and R&mmohan Roy had never 
passed through a regular training in Sanskrit. 

In the West and South of India Uie comparatively 
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pure form of Hinduism which B^mmohnn Boy en¬ 
deavoured to introduce into Bengal had never become 
extinct, and one of his native opponents, S&nkara 
S&stri, while fully admitting the facts contended for 
by Rd.mmohun Roy, insisted strongly on this, that the 
latter had no claim to be considered the discoverer of a 
doctrine well known to all students of Sanskrit, and 
particularly of the Veda^.^ 

Veda is the name for the oldest sacred literature of 
the Br&hmans. There are really four Vedas, but the 
most ancient and most important is the Rig-Veda. 
A Veda consists of two portions, a poetical and a 
prose portion. The poetic^ portion comprises hymns 
addressed to numerous deities, deities of the sky, the 
air, the sun, the earth, fire and water, mountains and 
rivers. The prose portions, the so-called Br&hmaaas, 
contain treatises on the various sacrifices, mixed up 
with a great deal of relevant and irrelevant, interest¬ 
ing and uninteresting matter. 

The prose portions presuppose the hymns, and to 
judge from the utter inability of the authors of the 
Brd.hmanas to understand the antiquated language of 
the hymns, these Brdhmanas must be ascribed to a 
much later period than that which gave birth to tbe 
hymns. 

At the end of some of the Br&hmanas we find 
philosophical treatises, best known by the name of 
Upanishads* or Vedfinta, literally, ‘End of the Veda.’ 
These contain the elements of that VedSnta philo¬ 
sophy which was reduced to a system ip ^e VedAnta- 

* W. Adkia, liMtora on KSnunohna p. f. 

' TTMtslntioM of the priadpal Upeniehn^ are oonteiaed in toIs. L 
Mid ST. of the * Saeied Booka ^ the EmA* 
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Siltras, and may still be called the national philosophy 
of India. 

When B 4 mmohun R<^ speaks of the Vedas and of 
the monotheism taught by them, he almost invariably 
means the Upanishads, not the Bidhma«ias, not the 
Mantras or hymns of the Veda. Both the Br 4 hmanas 
and the hymns teach a polytheistic, or, more accu¬ 
rately, a henotheistic, but not a monotheistic religion; 
yet they form the great bulk of what is called 
Veda, while the Upanishads form only a kind of 
appendix. 

K 4 mmohun Boy had been brought up in the belief 
that the Veda was the word of God, that it contained 
a primeval revelation, that it was free from all the 
defects of human authorship. When therefore his 
friends or the missionaries pressed on him the claims 
of the Bible, as likewise an infaUiblo book, ho found 
himself between two infallible authorities, and natu¬ 
rally preferred his own. 

And here he had a great advantage. While his 
English friends had simply to accept whatever he 
told them about the Veda, without being able to 
check his statements, he himself set to work to study 
the Bible in the originaL It is extremely creditable 
to him that he did so; that he actually learnt Greek 
and a little Hebrew in order to form an independent 
opinion of the Old and Hew Testaments—very dif¬ 
ferent from many who carry on heated controversies 
about tile Bible, who shrink from no terms of con¬ 
demnation .against all who differ from them, and yet 
shrink from the simple task of learning Greek and 
Hebrew. 

'After having studied the Old Testament with a 
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Jewish Babbi, the New Testament with an English 
clergyman, B&mmohun Boy in 1820 published his 
celebrated work, ‘ The Precepts of Jesus, the guide to 
peace and happiness.’ This book consists chiefly of 
extracts from the Gospels, and in the Preface the 
author says:— 

‘This simple code of religion and morality is so 
admirably calculated to elevate man’s ideas to high 
and liberal notions of One God, who has equally sub¬ 
jected all living creatures, without distinction of caste, 
rank, or wealth, to change, disappointment, pain and 
death, and has equally admitted all to be partakers of 
the bountiful mercies which He has lavished over 
nature; and is also so well fitted to regulate the con¬ 
duct of the human race in the discharge of their 
various duties to God, to themselves, and society, that 
I cannot but hope the best effects from its promulgation 
in the present form.’ 

This publication brought upon him a fierce attack 
and a long controversy, not with the champions of 
the national religion of India, who might have sus¬ 
pected him of undermining their faith, but with the 
Christian missionaries of Serampore. Instead of 
welcoming him, on the principle that ‘he that is 
not against us is for us,’ they blamed him for the 
exercise of his private judgment, in selecting from the 
New Testament whatever Ae thought most likely to be 
beneficial to his own countrymen. He left out, for 
instance, most of the so-called miracles, because he 
felt that his countrymen, who were able -yrithout any 
effort to believe that a mere saint cpuld swallow the 
whole ocean, and many of whom were convinced that 
they had seen a man throwing a rope into the air ahd 
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ascending by it into the sky, were not likely to be 
inaoh impressed by a change of water into wine, or by 
the miracle of the ascension. 

And as the whole battle of his life had been to 
convince the people of India that there was, and that 
there could be, one God only, not two, not three, not 
many, we can well understand his anxiety that those 
whom he wished to bring nearer unto Christ, should 
on no account be led to believe that Trinitarianism 
was part of Christ's own teaching. As then taught by 
many of the missionaries in India, the doctrine of the 
three Persons, that is the three aspects or manifesta¬ 
tions of the Godhead, had been hardened into mere 
Tritheism, the very doctrine against which R 4 mmohun 
Roy had been protesting from his earliest youth with 
all his might and main. It is well known that in 
India one of the most damaging charges brought 
against modem Christianity is that it admits three 
Gods, and it was against Mohammedan scoiTcrs quite 
as much as against Christian missionaries that R&m- 
mohun Roy argued in maintaining that Christ Himself, 
as we know Him from the Gospels, believed in one 
God only, that He was in fact a Unitarian, in the 
highest sense of that word. What R&mmohun Roy 
wanted for India was a Christianity, purified of ^ 
mere miracles, and relieved of all theological mst and 
dust, whether it dated from the first council or from 
the last. 

That Christianity he was wilUng to preach, but no 
other, and in preaching that Christianity he might 
still, he thought, remain a Br&hman, and a follower of 
the religion of the Veda. He was engaged with two 
missionaries, William Yates and William Adam, in a 
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BeDg&M traiialatioa of the four G<»pel8, but this 
undertaking seems to have failed K ; 

There is an interesting story told by Mr. William 
Adam in his lecture on Il 4 mmohun Boy which he 
^ve many years ago in America, and which has 
lately been published at Calcutta Dr. Middleton, 
the first Bishop of'Calcutta, thought it his duty to 
endeavour to convert Mmmohun Roy to Christianity, 
and in doing so, he dwelt not only on the truth and 
excellence of his own religion, but spoke of the honour 
and repute, the influence and usefulness he would 
acquire by becoming the Apostle of India. Mmmohun 
Roy expressed his bitter indignation that he should 
have been deemed capable of being influenced by any 
consideration but the love of truth and goodness, and 
he never afterwards visited the Bishop again. The 
same Mr. W. Adam, who had gone to India as a 
Protestant missionary, became a Unitarian, chiefly 
through the influence of R&mmohun Roy. He lived 
tp a considerable age. I had some letters from him, 
but was unfortunately prevented from seeing him at 
Beaconsfield, where he died last year (1883). 

R&mmohun Roy’s influence grew rapidly. Some of 
the best, the most cultivated, and most enlightened 
among his countrymen, now joined him openly. Meet¬ 
ings were held on Saturdays * at his house, and these, 
as they became more laigdy attended, and acquired 
greater regularity, formed the foundation of that 
movement which is known to you all as the Br 4 hma- 

* licotim cm Btmmohon Boy, 1 ^ W. AdMon, p. 9. 

* Ckloatte, 1879, p. 34.' 

* Tliagr wen held on Setordeyt, m HIm Collet lofonne me^ from 
Not. i8a8 to Jea. 1830. Alter the openiag of tho new on Jen. 
1S30, thf dejr whe dtenged to Wedneednr. 
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Sam 4 j, at first called also Br&hma Sabh& *. I call it a 
movement, Because ft seems to me that, even at 
present, more that fifty years after its first beginning, 
the Br&hma-Sam&j is still a movement only, to 
emotion, an aspiration, ot a religious ideal; but not 
a settlement, a sect, or a church. At the weekly 
meetings of the Btfthma-Sam 4 j extracts were read 
from the Vedas, discourses were delivered, chiefly in 
Beng&U. hymns were sung, mostly composed by 
R 4 mmohuu Roy himself. Great care, however, was 
taken not to wound national feeUng more than could 
be helped. The Vedas, for instance, were chanted by 
Brahmans only, from an adjoining room, where people 
of the lower castes were not allowed to enter. 

B]Ahma-Samd.j means ‘ Society of the believers in 
Brahman, the Supreme Spirit*.’ 

In opposition to it, the orthodox and conservative 
party stmrted the Dharma-sabh 4 , the society or 
church of Dharma, the law. What was meant by 
law may be gathered from the fact that one of the^ 
first acts of the Dharma-sabhS. wal^ to petition Govern¬ 
ment against the abolition of Suttee, that is, in favour 
of the continuance of the burning of widows. R&m- 
mohun Roy had published, as early as 1818, a treatise 
entitled *A Conference between an advocate for and 
an opponent of the practice of burning widows alive.’ 
He lived to witness the triumph of his cause, but not 
till his arrival in England, when the last apx>eal of 

* See W. Aden, Laetnre, p. 8. 

* 1 write Uupoj^oat BrUuaerSemftJ. Hie Tvloaf epdllnge, Brehtno 
BmneJ, Brehino Somtj, Ao., le f ae e eat the VMrieoe proonn^tioiis of the 
wmL Brahmo hea aiinost become » aev Aaglo-ladlea word, end, 
when need bxotheci, it heaeoaietimee been eDor^ to eteiid. BrUun* 
i* hieent ae nit ndjeotiTa derived firom Bmhmnii. 
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the members of the Dharma>sabh{L against the aboli¬ 
tion of the burning of widows was heard in the Privy 
Council, and rejected. 

This was in 1831—not so very long ago, after all. 
It was the year of the Reform Bill j and a shudder 
comes over one, if one realises the fact that up to 
that time, in a country governed by some of the 
greatest English statesmen, women were burnt whole¬ 
sale, even in the immediate neighbourhood of Cal¬ 
cutta. The official returns of the Bengal Government 
for the year 18253 show that the number of widows 
burnt during one year, in the Bengal Presidency only, 
amounted to 575; 310 widows perished within the 
limits of the Calcutta Court of Circuit. Their ages 
give a still more ghastly reality to that holocaust. 
We read that 109 were old women above sixty; 226 
were from forty to sixty; 208 were from twenty to 
forty; and 32 were actually young girLs under 
' twenty years of age I Wo always say, * Such things 
would be impossible nowl' Let us hope that the 
future may not say the same of us. I cannot help 
thinking, nay I cannot help hoping, that some pages 
in ‘ The Bitter Cry of London’ will sound as ghastly 
to future generations as widow-burnings did to us. 

R&mmohun Roy, however, by no means restricted 
his activity to controversial publications. He built 
schoolhouses, and established schools in which useful 
knowledge was gratuitously taught through the 
medium both of the English and native languages. 
He gave ardent and most zealous support to the 
missionaries of the Scotch Presbyterian Church in 
establishing in Calcutta a seminary in which Chris¬ 
tian as well as general knowledge was daily imd 
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gratuitously taught to five or six hundred native 
youths by missionary instructors; and, following his 
example, one of his wealthiest friends and adherents 
gave still more liberal pecuniary encouragement to a 
similar school established by the same missionaries in 
the interior of the Jessore District in Bengal 

In 1830 a Prayer Hall was opened in Calcutta by 
Ramn^hun Roy, in which meetings were held every 
Wednesday. The foundation of the BrAhma-SamAj 
is dated from that year*. 

' Adam, Lecture, p. iS. 

* The following extracts wo taken firom the Trust Deed of that Institu¬ 
tion :—‘ The Hall is to be used as a place of public meeting of all sorts and 
descriptions of pe<^le, withont distinction, as shall behave and conduct 
themselves in an orderly, sober, religious, and devout manner, for the 
worship and adoration of the eternal, unsearchable, and immutable 
Being who is the Author and Preserver of the Universe; but not under 
or by any other name, designation, or title peouliwly used for and 
applied to any particulw being or beings by any man or set of men 
whatsoever ; and that no graven image, statue, or sculpture, carving, 
painting, picture, portrait, or the likeness of anything shall be admitted 
within the said messuage, building, land, tenements, hereditaments and 
premises, and that no sacrifice, offering, or oblation of any kind or 
thing shall ever be permitted therein ; and that no animal or living 
creature shall, within or on the said messuage, building, land, tene¬ 
ments, hereditaments and premises, be deprived of life either for 
religious purposes or food ; and that no eating or drinking (except such 
as shall be necessary by any accident for the preservation of life), 
feasting or rioting be permitted therein or thereon; and that in con¬ 
ducting the said worship and adoration, no object, animate or Inanimate, 
that has been, or is or shall hereafter become, or be recognised as an 
object of worship by any man or set of men, shall be reviM or dight- 
ingly or oontemptnonaly spoken of or sUuded to either in preaching or 
in the hymns or other mode of wonhip that may be delivered or used 
in the said messuage or building; and that no sermon, presdiJng, 
disonnrse, praytr, or hymns be delivered, msde^ or used in sucii worship, 
but such as have a te^ency to the promotion of the oontemplation of 
the Author and P res e rver of Uie Universe, to the promotion of charity, 
m(^ity,pie^, benevolence, virttie^ and the strengtheidng ofthe bon^ 
of anion betweoi men cf all leligioas persnaaiona and e ra a ds ,* etc. 
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This was almost the last public act of RS.mmohun 
Roy before his departure for England. He sailed for 
England on the 15th of November, 1830, as envoy of 
the Emperor of Delhi, the Great Mogul, who had 
bestowed on him the title of RJJah. He anived at 
Liverpool on the 8th of April, 1831, and, after a short 
stay, proceeded by Manchester to London. You may 
read, in most of the biographical account^ of the 
R&jah, how he was received, how he was the lion of 
the season, how he was presented to the King, called 
on by dukes and duchesses, feasted by aldermen and 
the directors of the East India Company; how he 
went to Paris, and dined twice with the king, Louis 
Philippe, and elsewhere, how in the end his health 
gave way, and he returned to England weary in body 
and mind. We have no time to dwell on these items 
of fashionable intelligence. We have hardly time to 
do more than to point out the few really important 
events during his stay in England,—how, when at 
Liverpool, he was invited by William Roscoe to 
shake hands with him on his death-bed; how Wil¬ 
liam Bentham, the utilitarian philosopher, who had 
secluded himself from all the world, was the first to 
call on the R&jah, of whom he used to say, ‘ He has 
oast off three hundred and thirty millions of gods, and 
has learnt from us to embrace reason in the all- 
important field of religion;’ how he knew Henry 
Brougham, not yet banished to the House of Lords; 
how he gave important evidence before several Parlia¬ 
mentary Committees at the time of the renewal of 
the Charter of the East India Company; how, lastly, 
as soon as he could firee himself, he carried out his 
long-cherished wish of going to Bristol, a city 
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famous at that time as the home of Dr. Carpenter, 
John Foster, Dr. Jerrard, Dr. Symonds, Mr. Estlin, 
Dr. Prichard, and others—men known, not only for 
their learning, but for their liberal spirit, their wide 
sympathies, and their true charity towards men of 
the most opposite convictions in religion and theology. 
Here, in the house of Miss Castle, at Stapleton Grove, 
he thought he would lind rest and repose. Here he 
hoped for help in solving those honest doubts which 
never forsake the heart of an honest man. But it 
was too late. He was attacked by fever, and in a 
few days his weakened brain succumbed. Dreaming 
of distant lands, of distant hopes, and distant friends, 
the Eastern philosopher, the believer in the religion 
of the Veda, the sincere admirer of the religion of 
Christ, expired. 

Such was BAmmohun Boy, to my mind a truly 
great man, a man who did a truly great work, and 
whose name, if it is right to prophesy, will bo re¬ 
membered for ever, with some of his fellow-labourers 
and followers, as one of the great benefactors of man¬ 
kind. 

I know that this opinion is not shared by those 
who think that nothing great and nothing good can 
ever come out of India. What diderence, they say, 
is there between B&mmohiui Roy and many of those 
highly-educated, polished, liberal-tninded gentlemen^ 
from Beng^ whom we often see now in England, 
who laugh at idols, are horrified at the idea of burning 
widows, an^ fy>eak patronisingly of the religion of 
Christ? 

Surely the difference is very great. We know even 
in' England how easy it now is to express opinions 
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and support reforms for which men.were executed 
300 years ago, excommunicated aoo years ago, exe¬ 
crated 100 years ago, and called ugly names within 
the recollection of some of the older members of this 
assembly. 

The German name for prince is Filrst, in English 
first, he who is always to the fore, he who courts 
the place of danger, the first place in fight, the last 
in flight. Such a Flirst was B&mmohun Boy, a true 
prince, a real B&jah, if Rdjah also, like Rex, meant 
originally the steersman, the man at the helm 

If however I was wrong in calling RAmmohun ’Roy 
a really great man, I wish that those who seem so 
jealous of greatness would at least explain on what 
grounds they would bestow that ancient title. 

An attempt was lately made in America to find 
out the Hundred Greatest Men of the world. The 
process was a very simple one. Greatness was settled 
by a majority of votes. Lists of names were printed 
and sent round to men of eminence in America and 
Europe, and whoever received the largest number 
of votes was admitted as one of the Hundred Greatest 
Men. The result was afterwards published in a 
splendid series of portraits, each portrait followed 
by a biography. It is astonishing to see what names 
were put forward, and what names were forgotten. 
Of course you see Napoleon the Great, and who could 
doubt that in one sense, as a clever soldier, as a bold 
diplomatist, he was great; but read the memoirs of 
hia Court, and you wiU call him th^ smallest, the 
meanest, the most wretched of men. Or t^e another 
case. Perhaps the greatest revolution in Europe waa 

* Sm S. O. Clailt, PncrUoal Jiiti«prad«iBoa^ p. 8a. 
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produced by the inventioau of printing. Would you 
call the inventor of printing a great man? He did 
no more than what any carpenter might do—cutting 
an engraved block into spialler blocks, each contain¬ 
ing one^ letter. You may call that clever, you may 
even take a patent for it; but surely there is nothing 
great in it. In fact, that title of Great Man has been 
used so recklessly that to most people it conveys no 
longer any meaning at aU. 

And yet I like to call R&mmohun Roy a great man, 
using that word, not as a cheap, unmeaning title, but 
as conveying three essential elements of manly great¬ 
ness, namely, unselfishness, honesty, and boldness. Let 
us see whether R&mmohun Roy possessed in a high 
degree these three essentials. 

You know he gave up idolatry. This may seem 
to us a very easy performance; but in India, as well 
as in Europe, nothing is more sacred to a child than 
the objects which he sees his father worship, nothing 
dearer than the prayers which he has been taught by 
hb mother to repeat with uplifted hands, long before 
he could repeat anything else. There is nothing so 
happy as the creed of childhood, nothing so difficult 
to part with. And do not suppose that idol-worship 
is more easily surrendered. Idol b an ugly name, 
but it meant originally no more than an image. At 
first the image of a deity, like the image of a dbtant 
or departed friend, b only gazed at with a mixture 
of sadness and joy; afterwards something like a real 
presence b fe^t, and good resoluticms are sometimes 
formed from merely looking at the familiar features 
of a beloved face. And if at any time riiose who 
value such an image aa their dearest treasure, pour 
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oat their sorrows before it, or implore it to fulfil some 
anxious prayer, and if such a prayer is fubSUed once, 
or it may be, a hundred times out of two 

hiimdre% need we wonder that the veiy image is 
bweved to be endowed with miraculous power, nay 
thht such faith remains unshaken, even if it be de¬ 
creed that it is better for us that certain prayers 
should not be fulfilled) We must remember what 
sacred images are to miUionB of human beings even 
in Christian countries, and we shall then be better 
able to appreciate the unselfishness, the honesty, and 
the boldness of a boy of sixteen who could bring 
himself to say, * I will not worship what my father 
worships, I will not pray as my mother prays; I will 
look out for a new God and for new prayers, if haply 
I may find them.’ 

There was everything to induce K&mmohun Roy 
to retain the religion of his fathers. It was an ancient 
religion, a national religion, and allowed an inde¬ 
pendent tiiinker greater freedom than almost any 
other religion. But openly to condemn and reject 
that religion, or at least its present form, involved 
more serious consequences in India than almost any¬ 
where else. It entailed not only censure and punish¬ 
ment, and the loss of the love of his parents; it en¬ 
tailed loss of caste, expulsion from society, loss of 
property. All this RlUnmohan Boy was prepared to 
face; and he had to face it. He was banished from 
his Other's house once or twice; he was insulted by 
his friends; his life was threatened, aqid even in the 
streets of Calcutta he had to walk about armed. 
Later in lilb his relations (his own mother) tried 
to deprive him of his oaste^ and indirectly of his 
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property, and it was a mere accident that the law 
decided in his favour. 

And remember that during all these struggles, and 
when he was left almost alone, he did not join any 
other community where, as a convert, he might have 
been received with open arms and warm hearts. He 
never became a Mohammedan, he never became a 
Christian, but he remained to the end a Brahman, a 
believer in the Veda, and in the One God who, as he 
maintained, had been revealed in the Veda, and 
especially in the Ved&nta, long before he revealed 
himself in the Bible or in the Kor&n. 

He wished to reform his religion, not to reject it. 
His mother, we are told, was for a time broken¬ 
hearted about her son. It was she who, after the 
death of her eldest son (Bamtanu Boy), brought an 
action against BAmmohun Boy to disinherit bim as 
an apostate and infidel But her son had the satis¬ 
faction, later in life, to hear from her own loving lips 
words which must have consoled him for many sor¬ 
rows. ‘ Son,’ she said to him, a year before her death, 
‘you are right. But 1 am a weak woman, and am 
grown too old to give up those observances which are 
a comfort to me.’ This was said by her, before she 
set out on her last pilgrimage to Juggernaut, where 
she died. 

With such 8elf-den3ring devotion did she conform 
to the rites of the Hindu religion, that she would not 
allow a female servant to accompany her to Jugger¬ 
naut, or any other provision to be made for her 
comfort or *snpport during the journey. When at 
Puri, she occupied herself in sweeping the temple of 

‘*X<aatiif« OB BAmmohnn Boy, hf W. A A» m, Ckteotto, i875>> I** 

von. II. D 
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the uncouth idol I Her son kne'w all this, and he bore 
with her, as she had borne with him. Perhaps he 
knew that the hideous idol which she worshipped in 
the feiid air of his temple, Juggernaut, as we call it, 
was origiimlly called Jagann&tha, which means ‘ Lord 
of the World;’ and that He, the Lord of the World, 
the true Jagann^tha, would hem: her prayers, even 
though addressed to Juggernaut, the uncouth image. 

In all these trials Ekmmohun Boy had nothing to 
support him but his belief in the Veda, and that very 
still, that very small voice within, which is better 
than the Veda, better than any sawed book. And I 
say again, a man who is ready to sacrifice everything 
for the voice of truth, who submits to be c^ed a 
sceptic, a heretic, an atheist, even by his dearest 
friends, is an uxmelfish, an honest, a bold man,—is a 
great man, in the best sense of the word. 

There is a quiet courage, a simple straightforward¬ 
ness in all B&mmohun Boy's acts. Some of his 
friends have misunderstood him, and claimed him for 
a Mohammedan, or a Christian. He said himself, just 
before he set out for Europe, that on his death each 
sect, the Christian, the Hindu, and the Mohammedan, 
would claim him as their own, but that he belonged 
to none of them. His real religious sentiments are 
embodied in a pamphlet, written and printed in his 
life-time, but, according to his injunction, not pub¬ 
lished till after his death. This work discloses his 
bdief in the unity of the Deity, his infinite power, 
his infinite goodness, and in tire immortality of the 
soul *. 

* CtSrnmU Dm. 18.411, pp. 387-389. lbs titi* of th* work m 

la or *PnMiit M M aao t h ri i U .*- 
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With such a faith nothiug would have been easier 
for than to do what sd many of his countrymen, 
even the most enlightened,];are still content to do,— 
to remain silent on doctrihes which do not concern 
them; to shrug their shoulders at miracles and 
legends; and to submit to observances which, though 
distasteful to themselves, may be looked upon as 
possibly useful to others. 

With such an attitude towards religion, he might 
have led a happy, quiet, respectable, useful life, and 
his conscience need not have smitten him more than 
it ssems to have smitten many others. But he would 
not. He might part with his old mother in silent 
love and pity, but towards the rest of the world 
he wished to appear as what he was. He would 
not say that he believed in three gods, when he 
believed in One God only; he would not call idols 
symbols of the Godhead; be would not have ritual, 
because it helped the weak; he would not allow 
Suttee because it was a time-hallowed custom, spring¬ 
ing from the true love of a wife for a dead husband. 
He would have no compromising, no economising, no 
playing with words, no shifting of responsibility from 
his own shoulders to others. And therefore, what¬ 
ever narrow-minded critics may say, I say once more 
that lULmmohun Boy was an unsel&h, an honest, a 
bold man—^a great man in the hi^^est sense of the word. 

And mind, 1 do not say that the world is poor in men 
as great as B&mmohun Roy, and I know ftill well that 
many of them pass away unheeded, ami leave behind 
them no name, no jCame, no monument. But what ie 
that 1 It only shows that the world is richer in good 
and grei^ men than we Uiought it was. 
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But why should we grudge their greatness and 
their fame to those whom the world likes to honour t 
Go into a great library if you wish to know the 
meaning of the immortality of a name. Go into 
Westminster Abbey if you wish to know the value 
of a crumbling monument. True immortality is the 
immortality of the work done by man, which nothing 
can make imdone, which lives, works on, grows on 
for ever. 

It does good to ourselves to remember and to honour 
the names of our ancestors and benefactors, but to 
them, depend upon it, the highest reward was not 
the hope of fame, but their faith in themselves, their 
faith in their work, their faith that nothing really 
good can ever perish, and that Right and Reason must 
in the end prevail. 

I have no doubt that when E 4 mmohun Roy mut¬ 
tered his last prayer and drew his last breath at 
Stapleton Grove, he knew that, happen what may, 
his work would live, and idolatry would die. That 
was the chief object of his life, and small as the re¬ 
sults which he achieved might seem to others, he 
knew full well that all living seeds are small. 

I am more doubtful about his belief in the divine 
origin of the Veda. It seems to me as if he chiefly 
used his arguments i^ support of the revealed cha¬ 
racter of the Veda as an answer to his opponents, 
fighting them, so to say, with their own weapons. 
But however that may be, it is quite clear that this 
very dogma, this little want of honee|y or thorough¬ 
ness of thought, retarded more than anything else 
the natural growth of his work. 

After the R&jah's death the Church which he had 
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founded, the so-called BrAhuia-SamAj, languished for 
want of new interests and for want of a real head. 
During the next seven or eight years, its chief repre¬ 
sentative was Pandit BAm Chandra VidyAbagish, one 
of RAmmohun Roy’s earliest disciples; while its ma¬ 
terial wants were supplied by the generosity of 
Dv&rk&n&th Tagore, the same who erected the monu¬ 
ment to the memory of RAmmohuu Roy in the Amo’s 
Vale Cemetery at Bristol, and who himself lies buried 
in Kensal Green. I knew him well while he was 
staying at Paris, and living there in good royal style. 
He was an enlightened, liberal-minded man, but a 
man of this world rather than of the next. 

DvArkAnAth Tagore, however, became a still greater 
benefactor of the BrAhma-SAmaj, though indirectly, 
through his son, Debendran&th Tagore, who is still 
alive, though he has for many years left the world, 
preferring to live by himself in perfect solitude, and 
devoted to meditation, and to the contemplation of 
the Divine Spirit, within and without. He, being a 
young man of considerable wealth, suddenly, at the 
age of twenty, saw the vanity of all earthly pleasures, 
and determined to devote the rest of his life to 
search after truth, to a constant meditation on the 
things which are not seen, and chiefly to the dis¬ 
covery and recovery of his own true self in the Divine 
Self. He started a Society called the Truth-teaching 
Society, the Tattva-bodhini SabhA, which lasted from 
1839 to 1859, while its journal, the Tattva-bodhini 
P&trikA, stiU.coBtinues to appear. 

He was soon attracted towards the BrAhma-Sam&j *, 
» 

' Aocotdiiig to SiTsntth SlUtrf, 'Now IKopenaotion,* p. 4, Dcbea- 
diaa&th Joinod tbo Bifthmo-Soiiilj in 1858; ooocmiing to * ototouent 
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wKli|^' giye European adbolars the first idea of what 
thesis aAKfient hymns reedly Were, Uxdortanately he 
died soon after, and only the first book of the Big- 
Yeda was finished by him, and publish^ after his 
death in 1838. ^ 

When Dv&rk&n&th Tagore came to Paris, <he fpund 
me there in 1845 copying the text and commentary of 
the Kig-Veda, and there can be little doubt that his 
son Debendran&th heard from his father that Euro¬ 
pean scholars had begun in good earnest the study of 
the Veda, and that its halo of unapproachable sanctity 
would soon disappear. DebendranAth Tagore, not 
knowing much of Vedic literature, in order to satisfy 
his own mind, sent four young BrAhmans to Benares 
about 1845 or 1846, to study the Vedas under some of 
the most learned theologians of that Indian seat of 
learning. 

Interesting as the Vedas are to us, as historical 
documents, for they date from at least 1500 b.c., and 
give us an insight into the origin and growth of re¬ 
ligion unsurpassed by any other literature, no one in 
his senses would for one moment claim for them a 
superhuman origin. After the report made by the 
four students after their return from Benares to Cal¬ 
cutta, DebendranAth Tagore did not hesitate, and in 
1850 the BrAbma-SamAj solencmly pronounced the de¬ 
thronement of the Veda. ‘ 1 

There is nothing analogous to this in the whole 
history of religion, but this bold step, far from endan¬ 
gering the BrAhma-Sam^i, really put n^w life into its 
Sjiembers. The BrAhma-Samd} now* a Church 
without a Bible, and DebendranAth Tagore, its leader, 
felt |pa|>ired with new hopes and higher aspirations. 
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There was Bothiog how hfetween him and hlh'God, 
and in this state of mind, not of despair, but of fervent 
faith, he revised the Bnlhlnaic Covenant, and wrote 
and published his i?rdAmai*<fAat'ma S or the religion 
of the One true God. After finishing this work, the' 
young Saint retired for a time to the solitude of the 
mountains, to be alone with himself and with his God. 

Yon see here how among all the books which are 
supposed to be held sacred by the people of India, it 
was the Veia alone, not the BhAgavata Purhna or 
any other Furhna, that troubled the mind of these re¬ 
ligious reformers. For them the Pur&nas had no such 

* In the Br&hmedherma, published in 1850 (third ed., Caloutte, 1869), 
we find the Brfth me d h ermevye. Obnfewion of Faith, a« follows :— , 

(i) Brahma vA ekam idem agra Salt, n&nyat kimAranAslt, tad 
idam saivain asrfpat. 

(s) Tad eva nityam ^aAnam anantam «i vat» svatantram n’ravayavam 
ekam ev&dTitlyant sarvaTyApi sarvaniyantri survAsrayam sarravit sar- 
vataktimad dhamnam pfimain ^natimam iti. 

(3) Ekasya tasyaivopAsanayA pAratrikam aihikam ka sobham bha- 
vati. 

(4) Taamin {adtis ta83ra priyakAryasAdhanam ka tadnpAsanam era. 

After that ftdlowa the BrAhmadhannagrahana, i.e. the oovenant to 
be signed by new members 

Aamin BtAhmadhavmav^e virrasya BrAbmadharmart^m gWhaAmi. 

(1) God alone existed in the beginning, and He created this oniTerse. 

(a) He is intelUgent, infinite, benevolent, eternal, governor of the 
universe, all-knowii^, omnipotent, refuge of all, devoid of limbs, 
Imanatable, alone, without a second, aU>powerfal, self-ezistent, and 
t^end oomparison. 

($l; J 9 ty worshipping Him and Him alone we can attain the highest 
good In this lifis 1^ in the next. 

(4) To lore Him and to do the works He loves constitutes this 
worship. 

By dedaring my bdief in the above oomUned four fundamental 
prindplescfBrahiusiamlaooeptttaamyfsith. See Pandit SivanAth 
SAetri, *New IMspe n aa t io Bi* p. ra. 
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interest. 'They knew what staff they were made of. 
They might be useful for women and children, they 
might contain grains of truth which every Br4hma 
would value*, but their childish legends could never 
stand in the way of men like Debendran&th Tagore. 
Does that show that the Veda was dead and forgotten, 
and that the true religion of modem India must be 
studied in the PurA»?a8 or Tantras ? 

Even after the fall of the Veda, do not suppose that 
the religious reformers of India discarded it altogether. 
They deprived it of its Divine Eight, but they seemed 
to value it all the more, and they preserved all that 
they thought worth preserving in it, particularly the 
Upanishads. 

When challenged by the Eev. J. Mullens, a mission¬ 
ary of the London Missionary Society, as to the new 
principles of the belief of the Br&hmas, Debendran&th 
replied: ‘ The doctrines of the Brahmas, or spiritual 
worshippers of God, whom I suppose you mean by 
modem Ved&ntists, are founded upon a broader and 
more unexceptionable basis than the scriptures of a 
single religious denomination on earth. The volume 
of Nature is open to all, and that volume contains a 
revelation clearly teaching, in strong and legible cha¬ 
racters, the great tmths of religion and morality; and 
giving us as much knowledge of our state after death 
as is necessary for the attainment of future blessed¬ 
ness, yet adapted to the present state of our mental 
faculties. Now, as the Hindu religion contains notions 
of God and human duty which ooinc^de^ with that 

* alMpn*. 

RtBiwnawi Boy, BwigtU tpMwlrtk» of 
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revelation, we have avail^ ourselves of works which 
are the great depositaries^ of the national faith, and 
which have the advantage of national association on 
their side, for disseminating the principles of pure 
religion among our countrymen V 

The time will come, 1 hope, when scholars in India 
will study the Veda, as we study it in Europe, namely 
as an historical record of the highest value in the his¬ 
tory of religion; but even then I trust that in India 
the Veda will always retain its peculiar position as 
the oldest book which, for the first time, told the in¬ 
habitants of that country of a world beyond this 
world, of a law beyond human laws, and of a Divine 
Being in whom we live, and move, and have our 
being. 

If we may judge of Sacred Books by their fruits, 
then the life of such a man as B&mmohun Boy, who 
professed to be entirely guided by the Veda, would 
bear high testimony indeed to the intrinsic value of 
that oldest among all Sacred Books of the Aryan 
race, however crude, childish, unscientific it may seem 
to us. 

Still more interesting, however, will it be to study 
and examine the lives of his disciples and followers, 
who no longer looked upon the Veda or any other 
book as divinely or miraculously revealed, and to 
whom the Veda had become simply a venerable book 
by the side of other venerable books, in order to find 
out whether a kind of heavenly halo is really indis¬ 
pensable in prder to seeure to Eternal Truth an en- 
txaaoe into the heart and an influence on the acts of 
man; or wdaeiher, as aome believe, Truth, Etem^ 

*'BriarmrtafyarOMCUhmtteBtSlnnk^aMiSli’t868.p. 13. 
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Truth, requires no credentials, but is to rule the world 
in her own right, nay, is to be welcomed all the more 
warmly when she appeals to the human heart, un¬ 
adorned by priestly hands, and clad only in her own 
simplicity, beauty, and majesty. 

To Ea.mmohun Roy the Veda was true, because it 
was divine; to his followers it was divine, because 
it was true. And which of the two showed the greater 
faith 1 _ 

I have thus tried, and I hope not quite in vain, to 
enlist your sympathy, your real respect and love, for 
that great religious reformer of India, E&mmohun 
Eoy. In India his name has been enrolled in the 
book of the prophets; and I hope that in future some 
at least of those who have kindly listened to me to¬ 
night wiU allow to this true Aryan nobleman a place 
among those who deserve to be called great and 
good. 
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APPENDIX. 

Thebe is a letter, supposed to have been written by 
RAmmohun Roy shortly before he left England for 
France, and addressed to Mr. Gordon of Calcutta. It 
was first published after the RAjah’s death in the 
Atlienaeum, Oct. 5,1833, by Mr. Sandford Arnot, who 
had acted as the RAjah’s secretary during his stay 
in England. It was republished by Miss Mary Car¬ 
penter in ‘ The Last Days of the RAjah RAmmohun 
Roy,’ London, 1866, p. 249. Although the relations 
between the RAjah and his secretary were not very 
friendly towards the end of the RAjah’s visit to 
England, there is nothing in that letter to betray 
any unfriendly feeling. Whether the RAjah wrote 
or dictated the whole of it may be doubted, but 
to reject the whole as a fabrication would be going 
much too far. See letters from John Hare in Timm, 
Oct. 28, 1833; from S. Amot, Nov. 23, 1833; from 
J. Hare, Dec. ii, 1833. Mr. Amot states that after 
the RAjah’s return from Paris, both his mind and body 
seemed to be losing their tone and vigour, that his 
manners were changed, and his language became 
violent and coarse. His friends at Bristol, however, 
perceived nothing of this. 

‘My deab Fbiend, 

‘ In conformity with the wish you have frequently 
expressed, jbhiyb I should give you an outline of my 
life, I have now the pleasure to give you the following 
very brief sketch. 

• ‘ My ancestors were Brahmins of a high order, and. 
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from time immemorial, were devoted to the reli^oas 
duties of their raee, down to my fifth progenitor, who 
about one hundred and forty years ago gave up 
spiritual exercises for worldly pursuits and aggran¬ 
disement. His descendants ever since have followed 
his example, and, according to the usual fate of 
courtiers, with various success, sometimes rising to 
honour and sometimes falling; sometimes rich and 
sometimes poor; sometimes excelling in success, some¬ 
times miserable through disappointment \ 

‘ But my maternal ancestors, being of the sacerdotal 
order by profession as well as by birth, and of a 
family than which none holds a higher rank in that 
profession, have up to the present day uniformly 
adhered to a life of religious observances and devo¬ 
tion, preferring peace and tranquillity of mind to the 
excitements of ambition and all the allurements of 
worldly grandeur. 

‘In conformity with the usage of my paternal race, 
and the wish of my father®, I studied the Persian and 
Arabic languages—these being indispensable to those 
who attached themselves to the courts of the Mo¬ 
hammedan princes; and agreeably to the usage of 
my maternal relations, i devoted myself to the study 
of the Sanskrit and the theological works written in 
it, which contain the body of Hindoo literature, law, 
and religion. 

When about the age of sixteen ®, I composed a manu- 

* BAnmolran’s grandfi^tiiar fiUad potto ot impartaace tht Cioiirt of 
MnnhMtoUd, tht of the SoulMh of BwgtL ” Hil tothw, BAm- 
klat Boy, left Mnnhadebed end lived et lUdlaAiiegort^ in the district 
of Bardwea. whwe he had leaded preperty. the petrimony of tite Ihmily. 

* BAmkSat Boy* * *.0. ,790. 
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script oaUing in question tbe validity of the idolatrous 
system of the Hindoos. This, together with my 
known sentiments on that subject, having produced 
a coolness between me and my iimnediate kindred, 
I proceeded on my travels, and passed through dif¬ 
ferent countries, ohieBy within, but some beyond, the 
bounds of Hindosta^ with a feeling of great aversion 
to the establishment of the British power. When 
I had reached the age of twenty, my father recalled 
me, and restored me to his favour; after which I first 
saw and began to associate with Europeans, and soon 
after made myself tolerably acquainted with their 
laws and form of government. Finding them generally 
more intelligent, more steady, and moderate in their 
conduct, I gave up my prejudice against them, and 
became inclined in their favour, feeling persuaded 
that their rule, though a foreign yoke, would lead 
more speedily and surely to the amelioration of the 
native inhabitants; and I enjoyed the confidence of 
several of them even in their public capacity. My 
continued controversies with the Brahmins on the 
subject of their idolatry and superstition, and my 
interference with their custom of burning widows 
and other pernicious practices, revived and increased 
their animosity against me; and through their in- 
fiuence with my family, my father was again obliged 
to withdraw his countenance openly, though his 
limited pecuniary support was still continued to me. 

‘After my father’s death, I opposed the advocates 
of idolatry yrit];^ still greater bol^ess. Availing my¬ 
self of the art of printing, I published various works 
and pamphlets against their errors, in the native and 
foreign Iwguages. THiis raised su<^ a feeling again^ 
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me, that I was at Itat deserted by every person exce^ 
two or three Scotch friends, to whom, and the nation 
to which they belong, I always feel grateful! 

‘The ground •v^Sich I "took in all my controversies 
was, not that of opposition to Brahminism, but to 
the perversion of it; and I endeavoured to show that 
the idolatry of the Brahmins was contrary to the 
, practice of their ancestors, and the principles of the 
ancient books and authorities which they profess to 
revere and obey. Notwithstanding the violence of 
the opposition and the resistance to my opinions, 
several highly respectabla persons, both among my 
own relations and others, began to adopt the same 
sentiments. 

, ‘ I now felt a strong wish to visit Europe, and obtain, 
by personal observation, a more thorough insight into 
its manners, customs, religion, and political institu¬ 
tions. I refrained, however, from carrying this inten¬ 
tion into effect until the friends who coincided in my 
. sentiments should be increased in number and strength. 
My expectations having been at length realised, in 
November, 1830 ,1 embarked for England, as the dis¬ 
cussion of the East-India Company’s Charter was 
expected to come oh, by which the treatment of the 
natives of India, and its future government, would be 
determined for many years to come; and an appeal 
to the King in Council, against the abolition of the 
practice of burning widows, was to be heard before 
the Privy Council; and His Majesty the Emperor 
of Delhi had likewise commissioned me to bring 
before the authorities in England certain encroach¬ 
ments on his rights by the East-India Company. 
1 accordingly arrived in England in April, 1831.’ ■ 



KESHUB CHIISDER SEN. 

(18S8-18S4.) 

I HAD just said what I wished to say about B&jah 
R£mmohun Roy, when I received the news of the 
death of Keshub Chunder^en, his devoted follower 
and successor. Whereas I knew BAmmohun Roy in 
the spirit only, I knew Keshub Chunder Sen both in 
the spirit and in the flesh. We were true friends 
through good and evil days, and I little expected that 
he would leave this busy world before me. The time 
to give a fun account of Keshub Chunder Sen’s life 
and life-work has hardly come as yet. Many little 
things must be forgotten before his true greatness can^ 
be realised. But there are certain impressions which 
he has left on our memories which, if not recorded 
at once, may fade away and be lost. Of his life, in 
the ordinary sense of the word, I know little, and the 
little I know, I know from his Indian friends only, 
with whom all responsibility for dates and facts must 
rest. But there are some hidden phases of his inner 
life which I know better perhaps than even his best 
friends in India. In his very last letter, which he 
wrote at Simla on the 20th June, 1883, he said: Our 
affinity is not only ethnic, but in the h%hest degree 
spiritual, which o^n draws you into my heart and 
nudces me eiyoy the pleasures of friendly intercourse. 
VOL. ir. ■ 
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1 forget the distanoe, and feel we axe very near each 
other. These Him&layas ablaze with India’s ancient 
glory constantly remind me of you, and as I^ead your 
Lectures on ‘/itifta, what can it teach us?’ in the 
veranda of my little house in the morning, I f^r so 
intensely the presence of your spirit in iine that it 
seems 1 am not reading your book, but talking to you 
and you are talking to me in deep spirit-intercourse.’ 

However, before I can give a few records of our 
spirit-intercourse, I must try to give a slight sketch of 
the outward life of my friend, at least so far as it bears 
on his spiritual gro'v^h. 1 have no doubt we shall 
soon have a long biography, telling us of his ancestors, 
of his childhood, his youth, his manhood, full of dates, 
full of facts, full of anecdotes. 1 do not wish to anti¬ 
cipate these chroniclers, who so often tell us the very 
things that ought to be forgotten; and not always the 
things which it is right to remember. All 1 feel in- 
dined to do is to give some slight frame to hold the 
portrait of the man. 

Keshub Chunder Sen, in Sanskrit Ke«ava ifandra 
Sena, died on the 8th of January, 1884, at the age of 
46, having been bom on the i9lh of November, 1838. 
Though sprung from one of tiie orthodox Yaidya 
families in Bengll, European influences had reached 
and permeated his home for at least two generations 
before his birth. His grandfather, K&m Comul Sen, 
is known to Sanskrit scholars as the Mend of Horace 
Hayman Wils<m,and as the author of a usdul Beng&li 
Bi^onary. Blm Comul Sen had four,8ons, the second 
being Peary Mohun Sen, for some time l 5 twin of the 
Calcutta Mint. This Peary Mohun Sen bad tiixee sons, 
tfoui tiw second oi them was Keshub Chunder Sen. 
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The grand&ther, B&m Cornell Sen, was evidently on 
really intimate terms with Professor H. H. Wilson, 
and the lifter often spoke of his old friend in terms of 
affection snoh as one seldom hears now from the 
mouths of old Indian Civil Servants when speaking of 
their native subordinates. But B&m Comul Sen re¬ 
mained through life a thoroi^h Hindu, strictly ortho¬ 
dox and minutely conscientious in the discharge of his 
religious duties; nor was Wilson the iqan to force his 
own theological opinions on hie friend, so long as he 
knew that he could trust hiiO as an honest man. He, 
being Director of the Mint, appointed B&m Comul Sen 
to the responsible office of Bullion Keeper. He after¬ 
wards became Diw&n of the Mint, Cashier of the Bank, 
and Native Secretary of the Asiatic Society. In his 
office of Diw 4 n he was succeeded by his son, Peary 
Mohun Sen. The office became almost hereditary in 
the family, devolving, after the father's death, on a 
younger brother, and after his death on Babu Jadun&th 
Sen, a cousin of Keshub Chunder Sen. When his 
cousin had to resign, Keshub Chunder Sen was pre¬ 
vailed upon to officiate for a time as Diw&n of the 
Mint un^ the Diw&nship was transferred to the family 
of the Dutts of Bambagun. 

We thus see how in Keshub Chuhder Sen's family 
European enlightenment and English principles of 
morality were united with strong Hindu patriotism 
and orthodoxy. He was brought up as a Bhakta, that 
is as a boy who would bathe every morning, put on a 
silk dhoti, and have his body anointed with suidal- 
wood powd&. When he was ten, his father died, and 
Keshub was brou|^t up by his nncle, though he.had 
also the benefit of retaining throa|^ life tiie loving 

£2 
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care of a mother who still survives him. She stood at 
his death-bed, lamenting that she, poor sixmer, should 
be left behind while the dearest jewel of her heart was 
being plucked away from her. ‘Don’t say so, dear 
mother,’ he replied. ‘Where can there be another 
mother like you ? All that is good in me I have in¬ 
herited from you; all that I call my own is yours.’ 
So saying he took the dust of her feet and put it upon 
his head. 

As a boy Keshub Chunder Sen was admitted into 
the Bengd,li Patshala (p 4 ^>(a« 41 a), an elementary school, 
from which he proceeded to the Hindu College, and 
afterwards to the Hindu Metropolitan College under 
Captain Bichardson. His success at school seems to 
have been varying, his weak point being throughout 
mathematics. When he joined the Presidency College 
he does not seem to have distinguished himself, though 
he remained in the College as an ex-student, devoting 
his attention to history, logic, psychology, and zoology. 
His favourite books were Shakespeare, Milton, and 
Bacon; and so ardent had been his devotion to his 
studies that those who knew him, after he had left 
the College and when he went to Bombay in 1864, 
desoi'ibed him as a pale, tall, and slender youth. 

He developed at an early time a strong taste for 
acting. We are told that he acted Hamlet in his 
native village (Qarifa, now Gouripore), the part of 
Laertes being taken by his young friend, now his pro¬ 
bable successor, Protap Chunder Mozumdar. He also 
was a clever juggler, and occasionally performed in 
that cax>acity, passing himself off as an Englishman. 
But- he soon began his career of public usefulness. In 
1855 ho established an Evening School for the children 
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of working men, and this was continued with great 
success till 1858. 

In 1856 he was married to a very young girl, the 
marriage being celebrated with the usual pomp. He 
himself disapproved of all extravagance, and he tells 
us how his thoughts began at that time to turn into a 
new direction. ‘ I entered the world,’ he says, ‘ with 
ascetic ideas, and my honeymoon was spent amid 
austerities in the house of the Lord.’ This continued 
for three or four years, during which time he became 
an ardent student of the Bible, helped by the Bev. T. 
H. Burne, Domestic Chaplain to Bishop Cotton. If 
any one could have persuaded Keshub Chunder Sen to 
become a Christian, it would have been the large- 
hearted Bishop Cotton. But this was not to be, and 
we may well believe that Keshub Chunder Sen, strug¬ 
gling all his life after truth, was a more impressive 
lesson to his countrymen than he would have been 
if he had been received and kept within the fold of 
the English Church. 

Keshub Chunder Sen soon became attracted by the 
Brd.hma-SamAj, the Society founded by BUmmohun 
Roy, the early history of which I have tried to describ*? 
before. The exact date of his joining that Society has 
been much discussed. It was supposed to be 1859', 
but in a letter to Miss Collet, dated Nov. 23, 187a, he 
wrote, ‘ I became a Br&hma in 1857, when Debendra- 
nAth Tagore was in the Hills.’ This was from 5 aka 
1778 to <S'ska 1780, A.D. 1856-1859, during the time 
of the muUny.* Debendran 4 th retired to the Him&- 

' *Th« New Diepensetioii and the SAdh&na Brfttuna-SainAj,’ by 
Pandit Sivan&th Sftatri. M.A., Madfaa, 1881, pp. 6,15; 'liberal,' March, 
»6.’ * 3 . «*S 4 - 
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layas in 1855, and after three years of solitary con¬ 
templation returned to Calcutta ^ 

The fact was not, however, much known to the 
public till after Debendrankth’s return. Unfortunately 
the original document, written in BengMi by his own 
hand, in which he declared that Brd.hmaism was the 
only true religion in the world, and avowed his faith 
in the holy Br 4 bma Dbarma, is lost. But the date is 
of less consequence than the cause of his joining the 
Brftbma-Sam&j.' 

The time had come for him to be formally initiated 
in the mysteries of his ancestral religion, but Eeshub 
Chunder Sen declined to submit to any idolatrous 
rites, and it was the persecution of his own family 
which at that time drove him to seek refuge and ad¬ 
vice with Debendran&th Tagore. Their first meeting 
was the beginning of a long friendship between the 
man of fifty and the young disciple of twenty, a 
friendship which, though outwardly severed for a time, 
lasted in their hearts till it was severed at last by 
Keshub Chunder Sen’s death. Debendran&th Tagore 
was a rich man, and he enabled Keshub Chunder Sen 
to maintain himself at Calcutta, and to work for the 
cause they both had at heart. We soon hear of the 
young convert at the head of a Br&hma school, which 
was finally establbhed on the second floor of the 
Brfthma-Sam&j. Here two lectures were given every 
week, one in Bengali by Debendran&th Tagore, the 
other in English by Keshub Chunder Sen. 

About the same time we find Keshub C&iunder Sen 
superintending the performance of a Beng&li play, 

* »adlVngTMi oCtheBrttiwa-HMnlj,* by P.C. MownadT, 

Oaloatte, 188a, p. 19a. 
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written by TTmesh Chundra Hitrs, and called Bidhaba 
Bibaha Natak, ‘The Marriage of the Widow.’ This 
play had a great success at the time, being intended to 
influence public opinion in favour of widow-marriages. 

In the same year, Nov. i, 1859, Keshub Chunder 
Sen was appointed to a dierkship in the Bank of 
Bengal, at a salary oi £^6 9, year, which was soon 
rais^ to J^ 6 o. His appointment left him sufScient 
leisure to pursue his favourite studies, to write, and 
even to lecture in public. His first tract, which 
appeared in i860, was called, ‘Young Bengal, this is 
for you.’ In i860 we hear of his meeting Mr. Dyson 
at Krishnaghur, in a public disputation on the merits 
of Christianity and the Brahma religion. In the same 
year he accompanied Debendran&th Tagore and his 
son Satyendran&th to Ceylon. 

In 1861 Keshub Chunder Sen gave op his post in 
the Bank of Bengal, having now determined to devote 
bis life to the religions regeneration of his country. 
Speaking of that period of his life, he saj's *: * I do not 
believe in an absentee Lord. God is unto us all an 
ever-present Deity. As I saw my God, I naturally 
asked him where I should go to find means of subsist¬ 
ence and satisfy my hunger and thirst. To the Bank? 
To a mercantile office ? No. The Lord told me, in 
plain and unmistakable language, to give up secular 
work altogether. But I said, “ Loi^ will not my 
family starve, if all means of subsistence are tiius de¬ 
liberately cut off?” “ Talk not as an infidel,” was the 
reply. I waf ai^luuned of my soeptioism. 1 was assured 
that “all thing a shall be added unto you. ” ’ He and 
Debendran&th Tagore were at that time like two souls 
* 'Xaotnra is bidia,’ p. aS8. 
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and one thought. Debendranllth Tagore -wished his 
young friend to assume the ministership of the BrAhma- 
Samftj, and Keshub Chunder Sen, who had till then 
been tolerated as a member of a thoroughly orthodox 
family, resolved to enter witti his wife the house of 
Debendranfkth Tagore, and to dine with a man looked 
^pon as a heretic and as bxcommunicated. Upon 
this he himself was expelled from his family, and had 
to live under the protection of his old friend, till in 
December, i86a,‘ he obtained re-admission to his an¬ 
cestral house. In the same month his eldest son was 
bom. On the death of his father Keshub Chunder 
Sen received his share of the ancestral property. 

Being now less pampered in his public career, 
Keshub Chunder S^n became more and more recog¬ 
nised as the champion of the Brfihma-Samdj}. In his 
lecture, ,delivered 8th of April, 1863, ‘ThaBrAhma- 
Samf^'-Htidioated,’ he clearly defined his position, both 
as against native opponents and Christian missionaries. 
An association, called the Sangat, or Saugata-Sabh&, 
served as a centre for religious and moral discussions 
between him and his followers. Rules were agreed 
upon, pledges were taken, and the sodoty became 
more strictly organised. Idolatrous rites were entirely 
put down. 

The first Brfkhma marriage, which of course was 
considered by native opinion as no marriage at all, 
was celebrated as early as x86i, Debendran&th Tagore 
himself setting tiie bold exMnple of allo-wing his 
daughter to be married -without the customary rites. 
O^erreformsfoilowed. The birth-festivals, thenaming- 
festividsi initiatioDS, and fhnerab -were all oonducted 
achording to Br&hmie rites. Even the sacred thread 
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was thrown off, and Debendrim&th again set the first 
example. We have no idea how hard this stfrrender 
of cherished national oustomi appeared to many of the 
Br&hmas, and how deeply ii afflicted those who had 
wished not to break openly 'with their Br&hma friends. 
Still nothing could restraiil the ardour of Keshub 
Cbunder Sen. In 1864, on the 9th of February, he 
started for Madras. It was his first great missionary 
enterprise, and he succeeded in planting a Br&hma- 
Sam&j in the Madras Presidency. From thence he 
proceeded to Bombay, where he won many hearts, both 
English and native, and then returned to Calcutta 
■with greater determination than ever to carry out his 
great social and religious’ reform. Opp<»ition only 
roused his enthusiasm, friction only called out brighter 
sparks of eloquence. Uis old friend, Debendran&th 
Tagore, continued for a long time the friend and fellow- 
worker of Keshub Chunder Sen. We know that he 
gave op the Sacred Thread, that ancient and harmless 
religious symbol which even R&mmohun Roy would 
never part with, and which was found on his breast 
after his death. 

But at last even Debendranftth became frightened, 
or allowed himself to be frightened by his more 
conservative Mends. He and his Mends were pre¬ 
pared to give up all that -was idolatrous and pernicious, 
but they would not part -mth all their ancient na¬ 
tional customs, they would not have their religion de¬ 
nationalised. Tbey found aU they wanted in their 
own andenl^ literature, and in the book of nature, open 
before their ey«», while Keshub Chunder Sen was 
looking more and more bey<md the narrow frontiers 
of India, and aeeking f<nr spmtoal food in tiie Christian 
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Bible, and also, though in a less degree, in the Kor&n 
and other sacred books. 

The celebration of a xnarri^e between persons of dif¬ 
ferent castes in August 1864 produced a strong commo¬ 
tion. It must not be forgotten that Keshub Chunder 
Sen himself was not of Br 4 hmanie descent. His ap¬ 
pointment as Minister had hurt the feelings of other 
Br&hmas who, however much they might strive to be 
free from prejudice, could not altogether forget that all 
^ligious Unctions belonged by right to Br&hmans and 
to BiAhmans only. When therefore Keshub Chunder 
Sen insisted on making the removal of the Sacred 
Thread a aine qud non of Br&hma fellowship, they re¬ 
belled. Bebendranitth Tagore, who was by age and 
position ^e recognised head of the Br&hmas, and who 
bad lifted Keshub Chunder Sen to the high office 
which he held as Minister, suddenly dismissed his 
young Mend and his most active companions from all 
posts of trust and influence in the Sam&j ^ 

Keshub Chunder Sen felt this deeply, but he was 
not to be discouraged. The separation took place in 
February, 1865,and as early as the nth of November, 
1866, he and his Mends had founded a new society, 
still called the Br&h)'^<^ 3 am 4 j, but the Br 4 hmarSam 4 j 
of India, while the conservative SamAj now went by 
the name of the Adi Br&hma-Sam&j, Le. the First or 
Ori|^al Brkhma-Sam&j. 

There was naturally more activity in the new than 
in the old Church. Debendran 4 th Tagore was tired 
of the world, and often spent many yei^ ip succession 
in the recesses of the Himalayan mountains in uodis- 
turbed oommunion with Qod, while the aflOurs of the 
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Samftj were managed by BAjanarftyan Bose and a 
Committee. 

Keshub Chnnder Sen, on.t^ contrary, after he had 
once come to the front, never left his place. He and 
many of his followers gave up all secular employ¬ 
ment, and became preachers, teachers, and missionaries. 
‘From comfortable and easy drcumstances several 
came down to want and poverty, and had, on many 
occasions, to go without even the bare necessaries of 
life.' They published books of theistio texts from all 
the Sacred Books of the world; they built a new 
Prayer Hall in 1869, and Keshub Chunder Sen, by 
his marvellous eloquence not only in Beng&li but in 
English, won thousands of hearts for his cause. New 
journals were started, new schools opened, and great 
efforts were made to raise the women of India, so as 
to make them fit fellow-labourers in the cause of re¬ 
ligious and social reform. 

In doctrine there was little. that divided Debendra- 
ndth from Keshub. ‘ The fatherhood of God and the 
brotherhood of men' formed the common ground of 
their faith and their work. Their opinions also on the 
true character of the Veda were the same. Both 
had surrendered their faith in the revealed character 
of the Veda, both looked to other scriptures as well as 
the Veda for light and guidance. 

The following is an authoritative summary of the 
doctrines of the old Br&hma-SamAj as accepted by 
Debendnmfirth Tagore. The same doctrines were em¬ 
braced firon^ th^ first by Keshub Chunder Sen, and 
with slight modifications held by him to the last ^ 

'/Brief HirtoeyottiieCaleBtU firom 1830 to 

Cdevtta, 1868, |». 17. 
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I. The Book of Nature and Intuition form the basis 
of tixe Br&hmaio faith. 

n. Although the Br&hmas do not consider any 
book, written by man, as the basis of their religion, 
yet they do accept, with respect and pleasure, any 
truth contained in any book. 

in. The Br&hmas believe that the religious condi¬ 
tion of man is progressive, like the other parts of his 
condition in this world. 

rV. They believe that the fundamental doctrines of 
their religion are at the basis of every religion fol¬ 
lowed by man. 

V. They believe in the existence of One Supreme 
God, a God endowed with a distinct personality, moral 
attributes equal to His nature, and intelligence befit¬ 
ting the Governor of the Universe, and worship Him 
—Him alone. They do not believe in His incarna¬ 
tion. 

VI. They believe in the immortality and progressive 
state of the soul, and declare that there is a state of 
conscious existence succeeding life in tiiis world, and 
supplementary to it, as respects the action of the uni- 
ver^ moral government. 

Vn. They believe that repentance is the only way 
to atonement and salvation. They do not recognise 
any other mode of reconcilement to the offended but 
loving Father. 

YllL They pray f<Hr spiritual welf%rs> and believe 
in the efficacy of such prayers. 

EC. They believe in the Providmitial care of the 
Divine Fa^er. 
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X. They avow that love towards Him, aad per¬ 
forming the works He loves, oonstitutea His worship. 

XI. They recognise the neoeisity of public worship, 
but do not believe that they cfumot hold communion 
with the Great Father without resorting to any fixed 
place at any fixed time. They maintain that we can 
adore Him at any time and at any place, provided that 
time and that place are calculate to compose and 
direct the mind towards Him. 

Xn. They do not believe in pilgrimages, but declare 
that holiness can only be attained by elevating and 
purifying the mind. 

Xm. They do not perform any rites or ceremonies, 
or believe in penances as instrumental in obtaining 
the grace of They declare that moral righteous¬ 

ness, the gaining of wisdom. Divine contemplation, 
charity, and the cultivation of devotional feelings are 
their rites and ceremonies. Tliey further say,—Go¬ 
vern and regulate your feelings, dischaige your duties 
to God and to man, and you will gain everlasting 
blessedness. Purify your heart, cultivate devotional 
feelings, and you will see Him who is unseen. 

XrV. Theoretically there is no distinction of caste 
among the Br&hmas. They declare that we are the 
children of God, and therefore must consider ourselves 
as brothers and sisters. 

If we compare this Confession of Faith with the de¬ 
claration of principles delivered by K«ihub Cbnnder 
Sen at the opemng of his own Ohmreh (Mandiza), on 
August M, 1069* we shall find little diffiomiLoe between 
the two, Urouj^ in the practical carrying out of their 
doctrine their roads were divnging more and more. 
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Keshub Cbunder Sen on that occasion read the 
following statement*:— 

‘To-day, by Divine Grace, the public worship of 
God is instituted in these premises for the use of the 
Brikhma community. Every day, at least every week, 
the One only God without a second, the Perfect and 
Infinite, the Creator of all, Omnipresent, Almighty, 
All-knowing, All-merciful, and AU-holy, shall be wor¬ 
shipped in these premises. No created object shall be 
worshipped here. No man or inferior being or noate- 
rial object shall be worshipped here, as identical with 
God or like unto God, or as an incarnation of God; 
and no prayer or hymn shall be offered or chanted 
unto or in the name of any except God. No carved 
or painted image, no outwsjnl symbol which has been 
or may hereafter be used by any sect for the purpose 
of worship, or the remembrance of a particular event, 
shall be preserved here. No creature shall be sacri¬ 
ficed here. Neither eating, nor drinking, nor any 
manner of mirth or amusement shall be allowed here. 
No created being or object that has been or may here¬ 
after be worshipped by any sect shall be ridiculed or 
contemned in the course of the Divine service to be 
conducted here. No book shall be acknowledged or 
revered as the infallible word of God; yet no book 
which has been or may hereafter be acknowledged by 
any sect to be infallible, shall be ridiculed or con¬ 
temned. No sect shall be vilified, ridiculed, or hated. 
No prayer, hymn, sermon, or discourse to be delivered 
or used here shall countenance or encourage any manner 
of idolatry, sectarianism, or sin. Divine service shall 
be conducted here in such qdrit and manner as may 

t <B(Slun»T«^Bwdt.‘iSTCip. II. 
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enable all men and women, inpespeotive of distinctions 
of caste, colour, and condition, to unite in one family, 
eschew all maimer of eiTor and sin, and advance in 
wisdom, faith, and righteousness. The congregation 
of “The Br 4 hma Mandira of India” shall worship God 
in these premises according to the rules and principles 
hereinbefore set forth.’ 

What were the exact causes of the breach between 
Debendran&th Tagore and Keshub Chunder Sen it is 
difficult to say. They were hardly doctrinal, as any 
one may see who compares these two confessions. 
They were not peraonal, for the two friends, though 
outwardly separated, remained united by mutual feel¬ 
ings of love and veneration. They were, so far as we 
can judge, such as arise when practical measures have 
to be discussed and decisions have to be taken. Then 
interests seem to clash, misundeistandings become in¬ 
evitable, misrepresentations are resorted to, and news¬ 
paper gossip makes retreat from untenable positions 
very difficult. So far as I can judge, Debendranftth 
and his friends were averse to unnecessary innovations, 
and afraid of anything likely to wound the national 
feelings of the great mass of the people. They wanted 
before all to retain the national character of their re¬ 
ligion. ‘A so-called universal form,’ they said, 

' would make our religion appear grotesque and ridi¬ 
culous to the nation.’ They pleaded for toleration 
for Hindu usages and customs which appeared to them 
iimocent. ‘If a pr(^;re88ive Br&hma,’ they argued, 

‘ requires a conservative one to rgeet those portions 
which the foVmer considers to be idoli^rous, but tbe 
latter does not,* he denies liberty of oonscmnce to a 
fellow-BrAhma.’ 
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It may be that K^hub Chunder Sen's devotion to 
Chriipt fdso, which became more pronounced from year 
to year, disquieted the minds of the Brfthmas. After 
his lecture on ‘Jesus Christ, Europe and Asia,’ de¬ 
livered in May, 1866, many people, I am told, both 
native and European, felt convinced that Eeshub 
Chunder Sen would openly embrace Christianity. 

Keshub Chunder ^n, however, was at that time 
absorbed far less in doctrinal questions than in prac¬ 
tical measures of progress and reform. To quote the 
words of his friend Protap Chunder Mozumdar^, ‘The 
great spiritual exercises and emotional excitement be¬ 
gan, and the first devotional festival was celebrated in 
November, 1867. Side by side with the spiritual ex¬ 
citement the most radic^ social reforms were com¬ 
menced, the Native Marriage Act was passed, the 
Indian Beform Association with its five sections was 
established in 1870, and the Bharat Asram (or the 
Indian Hermitage) was opened in 1872. A Female 
Normal School was founded for training lady-teachers, 
and a temperance movement was supported by a 
special journal. 

Br 4 hma-Sam^as began to spring up in different 
parts of the country as a result of this new agency. 
A most active missionary organisation was constituted, 
and the preachers were sent to travel from one 
part of the country to the other. All this culminated 
in the missionary expedition of 1879. The whole 
movement under the influence of such manifold ac¬ 
tivities began to take a new shape. New doctrines 
were conceived and preached. Yoga* (spiritual exer¬ 
cises), Bhakti (devotion and love), and Asceticism were 
* ‘Fklih and Progr m , * p. 39. 
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explained from a new point of view. Great reverence 
was felt for Christ and other Masters; pilgrima|^B to 
saints and prophets were encouraged ; 8a6rament8 and 
ceremonials were instituted ; and at last the New Dis¬ 
pensation, as the highest development of the Br&hma- 
Sam&j, was proclaimed in 1880. 

Much as I sympathise with Keshub Chunder Sen, 
I am not prepared to say that his movement was in 
every respect an advance beyond the point reached by 
DebendituoAth Tagore. In one sense it might even be 
called a retrogression. To those who are acquainted 
with Hindu philosophy I could explain the difference 
between the two teachers very briefly, namely as a 
change from pure Vedflnta to Yoga. Deb^dran&th 
Tagore had fully realised the philosophic poetry of 
the Upanishads and the more systematic teaching of 
the Yed&nta-Shtras. He had found rest there, and 
he wanted little more. Keshub Chunder Sen saw 
that lofty height of thought at certain moments of his 
life, but he never reached it. And this, though to 
Debendran&th it must have seemed weakness, con¬ 
stituted in many respects Keshub Chunder Sen’s real 
strength. While Debendran 4 th was absorbed in him¬ 
self, Keshub laboured all his life, not for himself only, 
but for others. He wanted a pure but popular religion 
and philosophy for those who were still in the lowest 
stage of mytholc^cal faith, and this Debendran&th 
could not give them. 

P. C. Mozumdar seems to have felt the same, when 
he said*: *The {>re8ent generation of Br&hmas were 
mtensely impressed through their Chief Teacher, De- 
^^draniuh Tagore, with the supreme fact that God 

> •ThateUtt B«Tf«w aad latarpcatar,* Jaly, 1881, f. 18. 

TOl,. It. w 
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•was an indwelling Spirit, and an All-pervading Soul. 
But it must be confessed that for purposes of personal 
piety, for tender devotions such as may call sinners to 
repentance and give salvation to the sorrow-stricken, 
the exalted teaching of Debendrankth Tagore, great as 
it was, was not sufficient. Our conceptions required 
more fulness and definiteness. Though from the lips 
of the revered saint the strange beatitudes of his own 
faith fell like honey, and we drank it, and were filled 
with gladness and enthusiasm, yet pod was to us an 
unknown God. . . . Keshub Chunder Sen is and 
always has been a man of prayer. He began his 
religious life by appealing to God to show him the 
light of His face. He always insisted upon realising 
the presence of God before him, as the idolater, who 
uumistakeably saw his idol present near his own body. 
Thus one of his characteristic teachings is that of 
seeing God. He means of course spiritual perception, 
vivid realisation in faith of the presence of the Supreme 
Spirit. But this process he describes to be exceed¬ 
ingly simple and natural. He says, in one of his 
sermons, that ‘ as it is easy for the body to see and 
hear, so it ought to be easy for the soul to see and 
hear. Hard struggles are not necessary for the soul 
to see God. Bring the soul to its natural condition, 
and you will succeed.’ 

It is difficult to understand why all this good work 
should have roused so much opposition, not only among 
those who were opposed to all reforms, but among 
Keshub Chunder Sen’s own Menda No doubt in 
some of his utterances and in some of his public acts 
he might have seemed extravagant. But religious re¬ 
formers cannot be according to the ordiniuy 
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rules of taste. It is sad indeed to have to confess that 
there is something in human nature that resents success 
for its own sake. Keshub Chunder's Sen’s success as 
a preacher and as a leader was, no doubt, very great. 
Drunkards were reclaimed, men of abandoned charac¬ 
ter were made to feel the influence of the Divine 
Name. Lord Lawrence invited the young reformer to 
Simla, and the house reserved for the reception of dis¬ 
tinguished native visitors was placed at his disposal. 
We need not ascribe the violent abuse which began 
to be poured forth at the same time in the newspapers 
to the worst of aU motives, mere envy. We may 
admit that even envy arises sometimes from a sense 
of justice, from a feeling that success ought to be in a 
certain proportion to merit. But what surprises the 
unprejudiced student of that painful and instructive 
chapter of history is the unreasonableness of the charges 
brought against Keshub Chunder Sen. It was his 
lecture on ‘ Great Men,’ delivered about five months 
after his lecture on Christ, which supplied the chief 
indictment against him. While in the eyes of his 
orthodox countrymen he was a heretic and atheist, he 
was accused by some of his own followers of aspiring 
to the honour due to the Godhead only, and his most 
intimate friends were found guilty of man-worship. 

Keshub Chunder Sen, though feeling perfectly guilt¬ 
less, had to defend himself, but in doing so, he only 
incurred new blame from his adversaries, namely that 
of mock-humility. There is no crime which a partisan 
cannot defend, there is no parity which a rival can¬ 
not besmirch. It is a pity that men dioold not know 
this and ^onld bemean themselves by defending 
themselves against charges of which the grand-jury of 
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their own heart finds them innocent. These charges 
were continued from year to year, and it may be well 
to give here at least one specimen of his defence, 
though it dates from a later time, from a lecture de¬ 
livered at the Forty-fifth Anniversary of the Br&.hma- 
Samfij (1875). ‘To dwell in love,’ he said (p. 30), ‘is 
to dwell in heaven. Accept then the gospel of love as 
the gospel of universal redemption. ... I have borne 
witness to the truth, and if you, friends and country¬ 
men, accept what I have said, it will undoubtedly 
conduce to your spiritual welfare. . . . But I fear 
I may run some risk in quite another direction. I 
apprehend I may be accepted as a teacher by un¬ 
thinking thousands among my countrymen. They 
may turn round to me, and pointing to the scheme of 
salvation I have set forth, say,—We shall accept you 
as our teacher, for you profess to have received from 
Heaven the light of our salvation. This may mean a 
compliment, and many are its temptations. But to me 
it is repulsive, and the Lord directs me to repel the offer 
as a snare and a danger. You know how in India re¬ 
ligion has degenerated into hero-worship. . . . Look¬ 
ing upon this painful spectacle, my heart naturally 
shudders and recoils from the thought of setting up as 
a teacher. 1 shrink back from the awful respon¬ 
sibilities which attach to the position of a religious 
guide. Nay, without any hesitation or equivocation 
1 can emphatically assure you I am not a teacher, 
and I will never be a teacher unto my countrymen. 
... If you believe in God, believ/s ^at He has 
not commissioned me to be an infallible guide unto 
you. . . . The very creed my mouth has preached to¬ 
day disowns me, and points to God alone as the source 
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of all truth. K you exalt me as a teacher, and then 
falling down before me accept every utterance of mine 
as a divine message, you do so at the risk of debasing 
yourselves and jeopardising your highest interests. 
You will perhaps say, this is nothing but humility 
and modesty, so common among professed preachers. 
I say candidly, I claim neither humility nor honour 
before my countrymen. I am not in the least anxious 
that you should credit me with extraordinary self- 
abasement or self-esteem. I simply state a fact. 

. . . All that I contend for is this, that whatever 
truth there may be in my teachings should be ac¬ 
cepted and followed, not for my sake, but for the 
sake of the truth itself. Let not my name carry 
the weight of authority. ... In the economy of 
Providence, opposition, far from extinguishing, sets 
ablaze the torch of truth by shaking it. Am I afraid 
of those who have conspired to resist the progress of 
the true gospel? Depend upon me, the Lord shall 
confound and discomfit them, and His truth shall pre¬ 
vail at last. . . . Have I not been slandered and 
abused, for some years past, in the crudest manner, and 
has not the vilest calumny been heaped upon the men 
and women who have taken shelter under the present 
dispensation? Most scandalous charges have from 
time to time been brought against us, which, if true, 
would render us odious and detestable in the estima¬ 
tion of all mankind. I repudiate these unfounded and 
false imputations with a clear conscience. Far be it 
from me to. a^mpt a personal vindication. The 
righteousness of the cause I advocate and the purity 
and sincerity of my motives will vindicate themsdves 
in the course of time.' 
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This language shows how deeply Keshub Chunder 
Sen felt the charges which envy and ignorance engen- 
-dered in the hearts of his countrymen. - Of course, he 
claimed inspiration, and no artifidial, exceptional, or 
miraculous, but the real, natural, and only true inspi¬ 
ration which every one knows who knows what truth 
is, and who has felt his heart vibrate, if only once, in per¬ 
fect unison frith the voice of Qod. What he meant by 
Inspiration he tries to explain again and again. Thus 
in his lecture at the Forty-thir 4 Anniversary of the 
Br&hma-Sam&j (1873), he first of all explains bis con¬ 
ception of Prayer, ‘ Men,’ he says (p. 8), ‘ had always 
to pray for salvation before they received it. None 
received it who did not ask for it. Ever since man 
was created, the whole spiritual world has been go¬ 
verned by the immutable law of prayer. 'The law is. 
Ask, and it shall be given you; Seek, and ye shall 
find; Knock, and it shall be opened unto you. . . . 
We must assume the attitude of prayer before Qod 
reveals His light unto us. . . . It is absurd to think 
that God breaks or suspends His laws or keeps them 
in abeyance every time He responds to our prayers. 
To grant a prayer is to act in accordance with fixed 
laws, not in opposition to them. . . . Assuredly God 
does speak to us in reply to every word we say tmto 
Him. He either rebukes our hypocrisy and wicked¬ 
ness or He grants our requests. He either sends ns 
away firom His presence with a warning uid a repri¬ 
mand, or heaven rings with a loud Amen to our 
humlde prayers. . . . Only those who j»ay in the 
8]^t hear a fhvourable response. Those who 
tr^ a^ receive; those who truly seek find. The 
law of prayer is immutable.’ 
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After haviog tiiviB expluned prayer as a conforming 
to tbe will of < 3 od, he proceeds to explain what he 
means by laspiraiion. * Let w see now what Inspira¬ 
tion is. It is the thrilling and, I may add, the electri¬ 
fying response which Qod gives to our prayers. I 
Imye already told, you that prayer and inspiration are 
two sides of the same fact of spiritual life. Man asks 
and Qod gives. The spirit of naan kneels, and is 
quickened by the spirit of Qod. The cause and the 
effect seem hardly distinguishable, and in the reci¬ 
procal action of the human and the divine spirits there 
is a mysterious unity. Hardly has naan opened his 
heart in prayer, when the tide of inspiration sets in. 
The moment you put your finger in contact with fire 
yon instantly feel a burning sensation. So with 
prayer and the consequent inspiration. The effect is 
immediate, necessary, and inevitable. ... We must not 
regard inspiration as Qod speaking by fits and starts, 
but as a perpetual breathing of His spirit. . . . Whether 
we hear Him or not, He speaks always; whether wo 
catch the rays of His inspiration or not. He shines 
eternally, and sends forth His light in all directions. 

. . . With the profoundest reverence be it said that it 
is possible for man to put on QodL For then self is 
completely lost in conscious godliness, and you feel 
that you do nothing of yourself, and that all your 
holy thoni^ts, words, and actions are only the breath¬ 
ings of the Holy Spirit. So the great prophets of 
earlier times thought and felt. ... In the highest 
stage man’s aspiration and Qod's inspiration are oon^ 
tinnally exdianged with all the ease and foroq of 
natural breath. They become in fact the soul's vital 
breath without whudi it cannot breathe.’ 
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not anticipate^. White all this spiritual 
farmentaticm was going on, while some members of the 
Br&hma-Samflj were frightened bj the fearless pro¬ 
gress their young leader, imd others began to 
clamour that even he did not advance fast enough, 
Keshub Chunder Sen himself suddenly announced^is 
intention of leaving the battle-field for a time 
paying a visit to England. That resolution was carried 
out almost as soon as it was conceived, and in the year 
1870 Keshub Chunder Sen landed in England. 

His stay in JEngland was a conftant triumph. ‘ He 
had many ^ireonal characteristics,’ as the Indian 
News truly said, ‘ which fitted him for religious 
work. A fine countenance, a majestic presence, and 
that rapt look which of itself exerts an almost irre- 
" sistibte fascination over impressible minds, lent won¬ 
derful force to a swift, kindling, and poetical oratory 
which married itself to his highly spiritual teaching as 
perfect music unto noble words.’ 

I need not dwell here on the successive events of 
his sojourn in London and his journeys to the principal 
towns. All this has been well described by Miss 
Collet, and many of my readers must remember his 
eloquent addresses and the deep impression which 
they produced in the widest spheres. His name has 
become almost a household word in England, and 
1 have been strudc, when lecturing in different places, 
to find tiiat the mere mention of Keshub Chunder 
Sen’s name elicited applause for which I was hardly 
prepared. 1 made his personal acquaintance in London 
at l^e house of my friend, Bean Stanley." He after¬ 
wards paid a visit to me at Oxford, and our friend¬ 
ship, which then began, has lasted to the end. 
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While at I took hin| to see Dr. Pusey, and 

I fegret that I dM*not -write do-wn at the time the 
deeply interestmg ^Xmyersatioa that passed between 
the two. 1 saw a shott account of that meeting in the 
‘ Liberal ’ of June i, 1884; ‘ Mr. Sen paid flying visits to 
Oxiie|d and Cambridge. At the latter place he sa-w his 
eldfinend, Mr. Cowell, and had also a friendly interview 
with Mr. F. Maurice, whose broad and tolerant views 
so well agreed with those of his Eastern friend. To 
Oxford he went acrompanied by Professor Max MUller. 
The most remarkable incident of this visi^was his in¬ 
terview with Dr. Pusey. Mr. Sen and Professor Max 
Muller were shown into a small room upon the tables 
and floors of which were scattered heaps of books and 
papers in delightful confusiop, in the midst of them 
all being seated the venerable figure that had stood 
many storms, led many controversies, and gained 
many trophies. A serious talk ensued, in the course 
of which Professor Max MUller asked if a man in the 
position of Mr. Sen should receive salvation. Dr. 
Pusey answered with a smile, “ Yes, I think he will." 
This was no small compliment and concession from 
the man who had no word to say in favour of Dr. 
Oolenso.’ 

I need hardly say that the question was not asked 
quite so abruptly. Dr. Pusey was at first reserved till 
the conversation turned on prayer. Keshub Chunder 
Sen, while defending hb own position towards Chris¬ 
tianity, burst out into an eloquent pan^yric on prayer, 
which ended with the words, ‘ I am always praying.’ 
Thb touched'Pussy's heart, and he said, ‘Then yoi| 
cannot be far wrong.’ I hesitate now to write down < 
from memory what followed afterwards. I only know 
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heard Pusey speak with so mach of tmly 

poetic^eloqueneei?' There was an imag^Mim eyenioi 

la,aj,village dxorchyard which he « fe^ 

graphic words, and which has remained %| iiEiy tnemory 
ever since, though I should not yentnte io copy it 
here. It was meant to illustrate the affection of the 
people for their Church, around which they hhried 
what was dearest to them in this life.: My rather 
abrup^sounding question was addressed to Dr. Pusey, 
after he had been expatiating on what seemed to him’ 
necessMy for salvation, in answer to Keshub Chunder 
“««“tained that on all that was essen- 
teaching he was at one with the best 
of liiglifh divmes. Dr. Pusey’s remarks seemed to me 
Christianity which neither Keshub 
^ nor India at lai^e could ever accept, 
himself would not have 
^ ventured to interpose the 

^whether, at the time of Christ, a man who 
t^eved what Keshub Chunder Sen believed would 
®ot have been received as a disciple. 

_ ^hub Chunder Sen came to England to see and 
^^Iwiin.. He saw the most distinguished statesmen, 
and divines, and made a real study of all the 
fo^tutions intended for the improvement of the 
r^ng, Ae succour of the sick, and the punishment of 
mdmu^ ‘I have come to England,’ he said, ‘to 
•fcudy the spirit of Christian philanthropy, of Christian 
wanty, and honouraUe Christian selfdeniaL’ The 

8 ®®^ *>® vrielded 

' 7^?^%***“**^ ***“ * private aumenoe, which left 
•a indelible impression on his heart. 

Keshub Chunder Sen came to learn, he 
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had aJro lo teach and to preac^ People of jalj^^ shades 
of opini<M» -eriahed to know whit a haan like him, who 
was believtid to be thoroughly honest, really thought 
of the reli^Ot of Christ. Some wished to know why 
he believed 80 much, others why he did not believe 
all. The answers which he gave to these enquiries 
are extremely interesting, but it is difficult to sum¬ 
marise them by means of extracts. The following 
article from the ‘ Indian Mirror,’ reprinted in ‘ Essays, 
Theological and Ethical,’ Calcutta, 1874, p. 35 » will 
give, I believe, a sufficiently clear and complete idea 
of his conception of Christ and Christianity and their 
importance for India: ‘There is an infimte diversity 
of opinions among Indian Theists respecting Jesus of 
Nazareth, ranging from intense hatred on the one 
hand to profound reverence and personal attachment 
on the other. Not a few there are who look upon 
him with almost the same spirit of sectarian antipathy 
and abhorrence as Hindus, and even go to the length 
of calling him an impostor. Such ideas are happily 
dying out. The vast majority of our brethren of the 
liberal school cherish respect and gratitude towards 
Christ, and some even accept him as a guide and 
master. We have no desire to enter into a 
gical controversy on this subject, but we thitil sj^. 
necessary to say a few words to point out the maiinei^ 
in which we accept Christ, so as to make him unto us 
not a source of wranglings and disputes, but of hfe, 
strength, and righteousness. We Thrists must take it 
to be foreign to, our purpose to canvass the thousand 
theories which have been propounded about him 
and his creed; but surely it is our interest and duty 
to receive from him that healthy moral influence 
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which he is appointed in God’s economy to exercise 
Oil the world, to love him and revere him and follow 
his teachings and example. We must remember that 
there is a bodily Christ and a spiritual Christ, a local 
Christ and a universal Christ, a dead Christ and a 
living Christ. Orthodox Christians may deal with 
the former and seek revelation and salvation in the 
visible and tangible incidents of the Christ that was. 
But our business is with the spiritual, universal, and 
living Christ. What shall we do with the iorfyl We 
want the spirit. Not the son of man, but the son of 
God in Christ is needful for our salvation. In the 
purely human Christ we can hardly feel any interest; 
but the divine elements of his character come home 
to every man’s bosom and business, and are of the 
highest importance to our redemption as involving the 
eternal and universal principles of ethics. By Christ 
we mean not the person bearing that name, not his 
form and flesh, but the spirit he embodied,—the spirit 
of faith, love, righteousness and sacrifice of which 
he waa unquestionably a noble impersonation. We 
always attach to him this significance; we look upon 
him in this light; we try to imitate and follow him 
as B^ch. He does not come to us as God, the Father, 
and Saviour, in human form; he is not an ad¬ 
vocate or intercessor striving to appease an angry 
deity; he does not present himself to us as an external 
fact to be believed on historical testimony; nor is he 
to us a mere good man who lived a pious life and died 
a noble death. Christ stands before us always as an 
incanmtion of faith and loyalty to Go^, am example of 
self-sawriflcing demotion to truth; he is to be accepted 
in spirit and converted into an internal &ct of our 
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life; he is to live in us perpetually as the spirit of 
godliness. We do not care to believe in the outward 
and dead Nazarene, or make a declaration of such be¬ 
lief in an orthodox style. But we do care to assimilate 
the spirit of Christ to our souls. We must eat the 
flesh and drink the blood of the spiritual Christ, and 
thus incorporate into our spiritual constitution the 
principles of faith and sacrifice, love and obedience 
which he embodied. Thus the spirit of Christ shall 
constantly abide in us as the living Christ; thus in¬ 
stead of adoring him or praying to him, we shall ever 
strive to enter into deeper communion with his spirit, 
and to advance nearer and nearer to the Infinite 
Father with the spirit of that holy brother's faith and 
love growing within us.' 

After his return to India Keshub Chunder Sen set to 
work to apply some of the lessons which he had learnt 
in England. It was then that he and his followers 
established their Boarding House, called the Bh&rata 
A«rama, or the Indian Hermitage. He oiganised the 
Indian Reform Association, with its five branches 
for Female Improvement, Eldocation, Cheap Literature, 
Temperance, and Charity. A Normal School for train¬ 
ing lady-teachers began to do useful work, and a 
special journal was started to spread the principles of 
tempwance. Industrial schools, night schools, and 
other charitable experiments followed, but in the at¬ 
tempt to do so much at once, failure and diiappoint- 
ment were inevitable. Others went even beyond 
Keshub Chunder Sen. Against his advice, women 
were admitted to public seats in church and at other 
meetings. On the 19th of March, 187a, the Br&hma 
Marriage Bin was passed, which legalised marriages 
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concluded according to the simple Bi&hma ritual, 
prohibited polygamy among Br&hmas, and fixed the 
minimum age of fourteen for the bride, and of eighteen 
for.the bridegroom. 

Keshub Chunder Sen was during all that time the 
recognised leader of the Brldima-Sam&j of India, but 
the greater his influence grew, the stronger grew also 
the spirit of opposition among his followers. His 
government seemed too despotic even to Oriental 
minds, and his frequent appeal to what he called 
Ade«a or Divine Command did not tend to conciliate 
the feelings of his adversaries. While this discontent 
was growing stronger and stronger, Keshub Chunder 
Sen suddenly announced the betrothal of his daughter 
to the Bdjah of Cutch Behar. This was the spark 
that made the mine explode. His daughter was nearly, 
but not quite fourteen, and the young B&jah not yet 
sixteen. Therefore Keshub Chunder Sen was accused 
of having broken the Br&hma Marriage Law, which he 
himself had been chiefly instrumental ingettingcarried, 
and was considered as no longer fit to be Minister of 
the Samdj. Keshub Chunder Sen would not listen to 
any remonstrances. He simply appealed to Ade«a or 
the voice of conscienoe within, and when some mem¬ 
bers of his congregation voted his deposition, he took 
forcible possession of the pulpit in own Mandira, 
nay.he called ofi the police to help him. This finished 
the sehiBsoQu Many of his former adherents left him, 
and ftiunded on the 15th of May, XII78, a new Saml^, 
celled the SAdhiran BrAhma 8ajQsAj,oOr. the Chdholio 
Same|, „ 

- K^eimab Chunder Smi ssttpos te me neyer to SaW re- 
eofpted from this blow. An inMdioos disMse was at 
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the same time underminiDg his health, making him 
not only irritable, but at times not quite master of his 
thoughts. If his friends had been more forbearing, if 
they had remembered his past services, and given him 
cre^t for those excellent intentions -which he had so 
often proved by sacrifices of every kind, my impression 
is that Keshub Chunder Sen might have recovered his 
health, his intellectual balance, and his po-wer for doing 
good. But we are all very exacting with men whom 
we love and honour, and our friend is only another 
instance of an idol, first worshipped and then broken. 

We need not dwell at great length on this painful 
chapter in Keshub Chunder Sen’s life, as I intend at the 
end of this article to publish some of the letters which 
passed between us, and which will contain his views 
and my own on the most important points at issue. 

In the year 1880 Keshub Chunder Sen began to 
speak of what he called a New Dispensation, by which 
he meant no doubt a special manifestation of God’s 
will He says himself, ‘ When men are hopelessly 
gone in the way of misery and ruin, when a thick 
gloom of sin settles upon society, when human eye¬ 
sight is unable to discern the right .path, it is then 
that Providence sends to the world one of those men 
whose life has been sold to His almighty wilL’ 

This no doubt refers to himself, but it is no more 
than what he had expressed already in his lecture on 
'Great Men.^ I can see no harm, nor any overweening 
conceit in it. It is after all our human weakness only 
whiidt makes n» look on a special manifeststion of 
ias something higher than a general mani- 
festME^ M if before a perfect Being there oonld be 
anyillgiicctioit between wbat is spedal and wbat is 
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generaL To Eeshub Chunder Sen, the vinore he was 
deserted, the more he felt himself alone with God, and 
inclined to look upon himself as* the recipient of a 
special revelation of God’s goodness and wisdom. Hia 
few reraaininga friends used even stronger language, 
and spoke of him as the Heaven-appointed Missionary 
of the Bi 4 hma-Sam&j, and of his utterances as infal¬ 
lible. Keshub Chunder Sen himself might protest 
against this extravagance as strongly as he could, 
the outcry against him became only more violent, and 
an understanding between the two contending parties 
became more hopeless every day. My only hope for 
conciliation and peace between them lay in com¬ 
mon practical work, and, more especially, in the or¬ 
ganisation of a large system of charity, lliis I recom¬ 
mended as strongly as I could, as far superior to new 
ceremonies, new doctrines, new names. But it was in 
vain, at least during Keshub Chunder Sen’s life. 

Two points only seemed to me of real importance 
in the teaching of his last years, fiijit, the striving 
after a universal religion and the recognition of a 
common substance in all religions; secondly, the more 
open recognition of the historical superiority of Chris¬ 
tianity as compared with more ancient forms of faith. 
Keshub Chunder Sen rejoiced ifk the discovery tiiat, 
from the first, all religions were'but varying forms of 
one great truth. This was his pearl of great price. 
To him it changed the whole ^spect of the world, and 
gave a new meaning to his life. That the princi{ile 
of historical growth or natural evoliliioa applied to 
relipon also, as 1 had tried to prove in my 
mi the Science of Bel^idn, was to him the tcliiiylQii ’ 
of keenly felt diffioulries, a real aolhce in 1^ cniii 
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perplexities. .f'Hius he writes in his Lecture, * The Apo¬ 
stles of the New Dispensation*‘ Only science can de¬ 
liver the world, and bring light and order out of the 
chaos and darkness of multiplied Churches. If there is 
science in all things, is there no science m. the dispensa¬ 
tions of God 1 Do these alone in God's creation stand 
beyond the reign of law and order 1 Are they the arbi¬ 
trary and erratic movements of chance ? Are they the 
madness and delirium of nature 1 . . . Sure I am that 
amid their apparent anomalies and contradictions 
there is a logical unity of idea and method, and an 
unbroken continuity of sequence. All these Dispen¬ 
sations are connected with each other in the economy 
of Providence. They are linked together in one con¬ 
tinuous chain, which may be traced to the earliest 
ages. They are a concatenated series of ideas, which 
show a systematic evolution of thought and develop¬ 
ment of religious life.’ 

And again (p. 380): ‘ Such is the New Dispensation. 

It is the harmony of all scriptures and prophets and 
dispensations. It is not an isolated creed, but the 
science which finds and explains and harmonises all 
religiona It gives to history a meaning, to the action 
of Providence a consistency, to quarrelling Churches 
a common bond, and to successive dispensations a 
continuity. It shows by a marvellous synthesis how 
the difierent rainbow colours are one in the light 
of heaven. The New Dispensation is the sweet 
musio of divera instruments. It is the precious 
necklace in which are strung together the rubies 
end peuls of all ages and ^mes. Jt_iq the celes¬ 
tial CeuH where around eiflHMn Mv Dufy shine «. _ 

' f ' ^ 

‘hot CaCHAMGEaBLE AHO 
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the lights of all heavenly saints and prophets. It 
is the wonderful solvent which fuses all dispensa¬ 
tions into a new chemical compound. It is the mighty 
absorbent which absorbs all that is true and good and 
beautiful in the objective world.’ 

1 could not entirely commend the fervour and the 
eloquent expression of these lines, but I agree entirely 
with the thought which Keshub Chunder Sen has 
tried to place before us, and I hope that in India 
more than anywhere else, and in the Br&hma-Sam&j 
sooner than in any other communion, the principle of 
the historical evolution of all religious thought will 
be recognised, and if not raised into an article of faith, 
accepted at least as an undoubted fact. 

If, as his opponents say, this is not a new theory, so 
much the better. And if they quote from the Bh^ga- 
vata PuiAaa the verse, ‘ As the bee gathereth honey 
from flowers great and small, so does the really wise 
man gather substantial truth from the chart’ of all 
scriptures, great and small,’ I say again, so much the 
better. Truth does not spoil by growing old. 

I have hitherto spoken chiefly in defence of Keshub 
Chunder Sen, but 1 am not so blinded by my friendship 
for him as to say that in his controversies with his 
friends he always was in the right. All I say is that 
I have never seen reason to doubt his good intentions, 
though I have often regretted the attitude which- he 
assumed of late years towards his critics. 

If 1 have sometimes tried to smooths down his anger, 
this has been done, not bemiuse I Uiqiight that his op> 
ponents were always in the wrong, but because I havo 
loqg been afraid that not only his physical, but Ua 
mental strength also, waa in imminent danger. How 
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seldom we think of that, and how often we wish we 
had done so, when it is too late 1 

I have not a word to say against the new Sadh&ran- 
Sam&j, and several of its leaders seem to me to act in 
an excellent spirit. I entirely i^ee with them that 
a Church should be constitutionally governed, and that 
tyranny of every kind should be resisted. 

If we call the separation of the Br&hma-Sam&j 
of India from the old Adi Br 4 hma-Sam&i, and again 
the separation of the Sd,dh&ran-SamS.j from the 
Br&hma-SamSj of India, a schism, we seem to con- 
<lemn them by the very word we use. But to 
my mind these three societies seem like three 
branches of one vigorous tree, the tree that was 
planted by B&mmohun Roy. In different ways they 
all serve the same purpose, they are all doing, I be¬ 
lieve, unmixed good, in helping to realise the dream 
of a new religion for India, it may be for the whole 
world, a religion free from many corruptions of the 
past, call them idolatry, or caste, or verbal inspiration, 
or priestcraft, and firmly founded on a belief in the 
One God, the same in the Vedas, the same in the Old, 
the same in the New Testament, the same in the 
Kor&n, the same also in the hearts of those who have 
no longer any Vedas or Upanishads or any Sacred 
Books whatever between themselves and their God. 
The stream is small as yet, but it is a living stream. 
It may vanish for a time, it nmy change its name and 
follow new paths of which as yet we have no idea. 
But if there is ever to be a real religion in India, it 
will, I believe, owe its very life-blood to the largo 
heart of Bkmmohun Boy and his worthy disciples, 
Debhndran&th Tagore and Keshub Chonder Sen. 
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1 shall dwell no longer on dedining yeais of 
Kesbnb Chunder Sen. They were years of intense 
suffering, and full of many disappointments. His life 
had been an uninterrupted warfare, and some thrusts 
had wounded him to the very heart. like an in¬ 
valided soldier, he fought on as bravely as ever, but 
with an effort too great even for so stout a heart 
as bis. His death came at last suddenly, though 
not unexpectedly. He died on January 8, 1884, sur¬ 
rounded by his nearest relations and friends. His 
most devoted fellow-worker, Prot&p Chunder Mozum- 
dar, was unfortunately absent. But his place was 
worthily filled by his old friend and guide, Deben- 
dran&th Tagore. His love for Keshub Chunder Sen 
had never ceased. They had been tom asunder by a 
torrent, but in their deepest foundation they had 
always remained one. After Keshub Chunder Sen 
had been taken from him by death, the old man ad¬ 
dressed the following words to some friends who came 
to condole with him *:— 

‘When I had him near,I considered myself the 
master of all the wealth which the kings of the world 
could command. When I sat up with him, often till 
one or two in the morning, conversing with my de¬ 
parted friend, I never perceived how the time passed. 
The union between our souls is never to be destroyed. 
Like the Durbar of earthly kings, he said, the King of 
heaven has two Durbars, (hue is public, the other 
ladvate. The sky and the heavens are the public 
Durbar of the heav^y King, and the spiritual world 
within our hearts is the private Durbar. Qod reigns 
supreme in both. In the iqpiritoal world everything 
>‘Hw Xibml.* Mwah so, 18S4. 
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is spiritual, and Ood is reTsal^d there in the iimer* 
most recesses of our spirit. The^publio are not allowed 
to enter there. They see thebr Gk>d in the outward 
Durbar, as seated upon the ^orioua throne of His 
creation, and they are content with worohipping Him 
from a distance. Hence the ancient Bishis saw Him 
in the sun and other heavenly bodies, and bowed 
down before Him and pud homage. It is very diffi¬ 
cult, he said, to acquire the privilege of entering Qod’s 
private Durbar. Very great patience and long watch¬ 
ing are required before this can be hoped for.’ 

Debendran&th Tagore was able to come to Calcutta 
and see his beloved disciple once more. A few days 
before the last fatal symptoms of his malady appeared, 
Keshub said to DebendranUth that he had still a 
good deal to say and to do. And so he had indeed. 
He was engaged in a work which had grown every 
year, which had at last quite absorbed him, and which 
we know he would never have finished, even if he 
had reached the three score years and ten. What he 
aspired to was not only the religious regeneration of 
India, but the religious regeneration of the whole 
world. What he had experienced himself in his short 
life, a transition from ^e bondage of an effete tra¬ 
ditional religion to the perfect freedom of the spirit, 
was not, he thought, an impossible task for others, if 
only he could reach them and help them. He had 
often witnessed the irresistible power of his preaching, 
and as he had won hundreds and thousands, he did not 
see why he should not win millions. 

But man has to do his appointed task within a 
short span, trusting that others will finieh what is 
worth finishing. Hard as it is to say it, it is true 
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nevertiieleBS that Keshnb Chnnder Sen’s own special 
W(»k was done. Whi^ remained to be done, could 
better be done by others. He has died young, but not 
too young for what he was meant to do. A slowly 
dsrkeiiing evening would have proved a disappoint¬ 
ment to himself and to his Mends. He will live more 
really now that he is dead, than he would if his life 
had been spared for muiy years. All the suspicion 
and obloquy that hampered him from the day he con¬ 
sented to his daughter’s murrii^ with the B4jah of 
Cutch Behar have died with him. What could not be 
forgotten while he lived was forgotten and forgiven 
by all who gathered round his death-bed. There are 
g^ and brave soldiers ready to step into the gap 
which he has left. They know whither he wished to 
lead them, and thither, I trust, they will march, as 
if he himself were still in their midst. 
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Iif?ostAMT Dates nr thx^Histost ot the 
BBA flXA-SAiij. 

RAmmoIiiiii Roy bora . . . ; • . . 177s or 1774 

Brlhaia-SMnAj fonadod ai Caloati* . t . January, iSaS or 1830 

RAnanobna anlir^ ia England . . . 8 Afafl, 1831 

mwmobim^oy diod .... ... 37 Sapt. 1833 
Dobendraalih Tagore (bom 1817) jdned tbe Brtiuna- 

SamAj.. . . 1838 or 1841 

Kcdiinb C 3 innd«r Sea bora. . . . '19 Nonr. 1838 

Tattrabodbial SaldtA .... 60 et. t839^ori84a)-59 

New Brtbaaa ooreaaat e et a bli ebed .... Dea 1843 
Dr&ibAnAtb Tag«a« in Paris; meetings witb M. M. . . 1845 

Scholars sent to Benaree to atady the Vedas .... 1845 
Veda disearded, KMaaa.dbarB>a pnblisbed .... 1850 
Kedkub Cbuadw Sra’s Sohool at CNdootolah , . . 1835-38 

Keabub Chunder Sen married.*856 

Keidinb Cbonder Sen johu BrAhma-SamAj.1857 

Play of * Widow Marriage' acted at Calcutta .... 1859 
BribmaSdiool under K. Ob. Sen and DebendranAtb . 14 April, 1839 

Journey to Ceylon ..i860 

Pint Brfthma marriage without idolatrous rites . . 26 July, 1861 

Keabub Cbunder Sen appointed Minister . . 13 April, 186a 

Eaolnslon from fiunily; illness ; returns to bis bouse . . ]>se. 1862 

Birth of bis son Karuna.19 Deo. l86i 

I’irst Intennarriage of personsof dilBnent Caetea 3 Aug. 1864 

Brtbma Mlarion. Kashobgoea to Madras and Bombay . 1864 

Seoeasioa of Prog r esrire BrAbmas .... 36 Fab. 1863 

Brihnia.SaniAj of Ii^a established .... liNov. 1S66 
Lecture on‘Jeern Christ. Enn^ and Asia* . . 3 May, 1866 

Leetme on * Ch re at Men* ..38 8e|A 1866 

BrAhma.Mandlra of ladia. opened at Calcutta . . 33 Ai^. 1869 

Keshnb Chunder Sen's ririt to England.1870 

Native Marriage Act passed ..... ipManb, 1872 
Ftoteet against CntA Babar Metrlage ... 38 Fell. 1878 

Foonal Marriage of MahArAJab of Cutab Bdiar and 

daughter of Keshub Chu n de r Sen ... 6 Mardi, 1878 
Fstablishwent of SAdbAtan BrAhma-SaoAJ ... 13 May, 1878 

Meetingin honeurcf H A mmoh nn Boy at Ijs b an dra n A tb 

Ttiiece’a benae . . 19 Jan. 1879 

New Diq^aaattott psneiaimed.Jan. iSSo 

Real Manriage of HabitAJab of Cnteb Babar . aoOet.1880 

DeafbafKerindianuiteflea.8 Jan. 1884 













LETTEKS OF 

KESHOB OHUNDER SEN, F. MAX MtLLER, 
AN 1 D protap OHUNDER MOZUl^AR. 

The following are some of the letters that passed 
between Keshub Chunder Sen and myself at the time 
when not only his friends in India, but his friends in 
England also, were attacking him for sanctioning the 
marriage of his daughter with the Mahftt&jah of Outch 
Behar, and for some of the opinions put forward in 
his lectures. Extracts from most of these letters 
have been published in India, but they are here pub¬ 
lished for the first time in their complete form, and 
with certain additions and corrections which seemed 
necessary. 

The loginning of our correspondence was the fol¬ 
lowing article which I published in the Timea, on the 
a4th of Nov. i88o:— 

Mr. Charles Yoysey’s statement in the T'mea of 
November 20 that Keshub Chunder Sen is at present 
almost universally repudiated by Hindu Theists will, 
I know, surprise and pain many of his old Mends 
and admirers in England who during the years 
that have elapsed sinoe his memorable vMt here 
have followed his work in India with an ever- 
increasing interest, ^opgh at times n^t without serious 
misgivings. The newschism in his sect, the BiAhma- 
Sax^ of India, which took |>laoe in 1878, has 
been widely regretted, not so modi because every 




Behiam k ^ to lam but beoroae this 

Bchiam seemed almort entireli due to personal causes. 
Thouffh it caaanot be denied that the case of toe 
seoeders, as stated into greaf knowledge and abtoty 
by Mias S. D. Collet^ in the Brahmo Year Book for 
1879, leaTes several.charges against Keshub Chunder 
Sen u^BSwered and unexplained, yet his Mends 
ought to remember how extremely difficult it is for us, 
so far removed from the social and religious atmo¬ 
sphere of modem India, to form an impartial opinion 
of all toe hidden motives that may have influenced 
those who seceded from and those who remained 
faithful to the great reformer. The question of mar¬ 
riage has been a stumbling-block to many reformers, 
and if Keshub Chunder Sen has shown himself a weak 
father in allowing a betrothal of his daughter to the 
R&jah of Cutch Behar, let us not forget that a man 
may be a weak father and yet a great and honest man. 
Many Br&hmas, though admitting Keshub Chunder 
Sen’s weakness, have forgiven it, and he still com¬ 
mands a large number of devoted followers. Mr. 
Charles Voysey would probably say that these be¬ 
lievers iit Ketoub Chunder Sen have forfeited the 
name of Theists, because this leader has more and 
more inclined to toe doctrines of Christianity. But 
surely Christianity and Theism are not terms that ex¬ 
clude other, and every Christian, befcure being 
anything else, jnust be a Theist in toe received sense 
of that word. Keshub Chunder Sen has at no time 
made a secret fit his feelings for Christ. His great 
sermon on Christ and Christianity was preached so 
far back as 1870 (see ‘ Selected Essays,* voL u. p. 83), 
and in toe Tkeittie QiHmrterijf Bettem fat January, i88o. 
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p. 58, his eaxliei^ profession of faith in Christ is re¬ 
ferred to the year 1866, while the secession of the 
so>c^ed S&dhftran or Catholic Br&hma-Sam&j took 
place only two years ago, its chief cause, so far as we 
can Judge, being personal feelings aroused by Keshuh 
Chunder Sen's sscendanoy, and not any fundamental 
difference of doctrine. 

In a new society like the Bhd,ratavaT8ha Br&hma- 
SamAj, or, as it is now commonly called, the Br&hma- 
Sam&j of India, founded as it was on the universality of 
Theism, and supported by a hook containing extracts 
from the Scriptures of all nations, it was but natural 
that new ideas should spring up from year to year 
and acquire more or less prominence. The recogni¬ 
tion of Christ as a great prophet was but one of these 
ideas, and it was never intended to exclude the duty of 
showing reverence to the founders and teachers of other 
religions. In the outward life of the Br^hma-Sam&j 
the introduction of Utsubs (utsavas or religious festi¬ 
vals) and of Sankirtan (the practice of enthusiastic re¬ 
ligious singing) produced some change and commotion; 
but there never was any strong pressure used to induce 
theme who did not approve of them to take part in 
these functions. The idea of the communion of Saints, 
as preached by Keshub Chunder Sen, was hardly 
more than a belief in a spiritual intercourse between 
the departed and the living, and his doctrine of inspi¬ 
ration did not go beyond the admission of a Divine 
iihpulse imparted to the soul through a devout seek¬ 
ing after the will of Cod. The most objectionable 
dhetrine put forward by the liberal reformer of Hin- 
dtth^ vraB, no doubt, the Adesa, the claim of being 
directed by an inward voice which admitted no gain- 
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saying. This, particularly when mixed up with 
questions of worldly wisdom, made his position in- 
wmpatible with the freedom claimed by every mem¬ 
ber of his SamAj, and, more than anything else, led to 
the secession of some of his former friends and fol¬ 
lowers. It is the old story over again. Nothing is 
so difficult for a reformer, particularly a religious 
reformer, as not to allow the incense offered by his 
followers to darken his mental vision, and not to mis¬ 
take the Divine accents of truth for a voice wafted 
from the clouds. In this respect, no doubt, Keshub 
Chunder Sen has shared in the weakness of older 
prophets; but let us not forget that he possesses also 
a large share of their strength and virtue. One of 
his followers writes of him (TAeitiio Qttarlerfy Jieviem, 
October 1879, p. 61);— 

* Babu Keshub Chunder Sen is neither our mediator 
nor indispensable for our acceptance with God. Only 
he has done the Brkhma-Sam 4 j incalculable good, and 
in common gratitude we acknowledge his services and 
our obligations to him. But there are men in the 
BrShma-Samkj who, we are sorry to say, can bear the 
mention of every other name but his name, who caxmot 
bear to see the least credit given to him for anything. 
And hence they are fiercely angry with the Br&hmas' 
creed, and circulate all manner of falsehood in rela¬ 
tion to it. Them we do not hope to convince, but to 
others, who want to judge correctly, we may say that 
we hold some of our leaders in genuine love and 
honour for w^t they have taught us, and we want 
that our gratitude should be shared in by every Theist, 
here aa well as elsewhere. To Babu Keshub Chunder 
Sen's teaching the Br&hma-Sam&j is deeply indebted; 
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bat it is also iadebted to others, and among the latter 
we may eminently mention Babu Debendran&th 
Tagore, and the foander of our Church, Mjah B&m- 
mohun Boy.’ 

Nothing can be more instructive to the student of 
religion than to trace the origin and growth of the 
Brdhma-Sam&j from BAmmohnn Boy to Keshnb 
Chunder Sen. Much may be learnt from the old 
conservative Adi Br&hma>Sam&j; much from the re¬ 
formed branch, the Br 4 hma-S^&j of India, under 
Keshub Chunder Sen; aye, something even from the 
Arya-Sam 4 j under Daylmanda Sarasvati, the most 
perverse interpreter of the Vedas. I tried in my 
lecture, deliver^ in Westminster Abbey, December 3, 
1873, to give a sketch, though I am afraid a very 
imperfect one, of the religious movement inaugurated 
by B&mmohun Boy, and carried on by Debendran&th 
and Keshub Chunder Sen; and 1 see little or nothing 
to retract what I then smd about Keshub Chunder 
Sen. The utteranoes of late have shown signs, I am 
sorry to say, of an over-wrought brain and an over¬ 
sensitive heart He sometimes seems to me on the 
verge of the very madness of faith. But I fear for his 
health and his head far more than for his heart, and I 
should deeply regret if any harsh words from those 
who ought to know best how to make allowance for 
the difficulties and dangers of all religious reformers, 
should embitter » noble life already full of many 
bitternesses. 


Oxford. 


F. MtUiUa. 
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I then received the follovdng letter fix>m Keshub 
Chonder Sen 


Lilt Cottaoi, 

7a Urrtt CiBODLAB Boad, Calcutta, 
aa Ihe. 1880. 

Mr BEAB SlB, 

Allow me to thank yon moat cordially for 
having said a good word for ns in the * Times.’ I have 
read your letter with very great interest, and thank¬ 
fully appreciate yonr heartfelt sympathy with us in 
our trUls and difiBlculties. You can hardly imagine 
the troubles I have had during the last two or 
three years and the grossly false and libellous charges 
brought against me week after week. Thank God, 
I have endured these undeserved and cruel attacks 
quietly and calmly, thinking it wrong to resent. 
Even the Police was instigated by some of my an¬ 
tagonists to inquire and ascertain ^ I was not guilty 
of embezzlement I And even my good wife came in for 
a share of wanton abuse in a vernacular dramatic 
work! All this I say to you privately because you 
have been good enough to give us your sympathy as 
a Mend, and because yon have boldly come forward, as 
few have done, to assert publicly that personal feelings 
lie at the bottom of the opposition movement. However, 
God’s will be done! I sincerely trust an impartial 
public will in future g^ve a patient hearing to the 
•ctoal facts of the case and proclaim a taruor verdict. 
Surely I can afford to wait. There is a Beng&li 
saying—<Heauen bears the burden of all trusting ser- 
^•Bts.’ I can assure yon God has been very kind to 
us in our trials and tribulation, and all the antagon- 
and persecution we have soared have greatly 
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strengthen^ us and helped the progress and extension 
of our Chui’ch. Our influence spreads on all sides, 
and there is far greater enthusiasm among us now 
than in any previous period in the history of our 
Church. I think we owe it to so kind a friend and 
sympathiser as yourself that we should strengthen 
your hands by putting you in possession of facts and 
thereby enabling you to maintain the position you 
have token. May I ask you to accept a few of my 
lectures and tracts which I have token the liberty to 
forward to you by the present mail? 

I remain, honoured Friend, 

Yours most sincerely, 

Keshub Chunder Sen. 

Should you require information on any particular 
subject, I beg you will kindly let me know. 

A copy of the letter of the BzAhma Missionary 
Conference is herewith enclosed. 

At the same time I received the following letter 
from the Members of the Br&hma Missionary Con¬ 
ference of the Br4bma-Sam&j :— 

BamMu Missionabt CovrmtsvM, 
ag Dec , 1880. 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Mismonary Conference of 
the Br&hma-Saml^ of India to convey to yon their 
cordial thanks for having kindly contradicted in the 
Time* some of the unfounded statemai^ts made by Mr. 
Charles Yoysey and others regarding our Church. 
We should have passed over these minrepresentattons 
in silsnoek believing and truirting that truth would 
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iriomph at last——and that the British na» 
tion, -mth its characteristic regard for troth, would 
not readily allow itself to be misled by interested 
agitators, bot woold ere long discover the real truth 
of the matter. You wil^no doubt admit that 'those 
whom the Lord leads an<^ protects have nothing to 
fear from the shafts of calumny, and that Truth needs 
no human advocate to defend her. However, as you 
have thought it proper publicly to vindicate the 
Br&hma-Samdj of India from unfounded charges, it 
seems incumbent upon us, while gpratefully acknow¬ 
ledging your kindness, to place before you such facts 
as may enable you to verify your statmnents and 
silence your critics* 

In Mr. Voysey’s statement that *Babu Keshub 
Chunder Sen is at present almost universally repu- 
(iiated by Hindu Theists,’ one sees at once that the 
wish is father to the thought. No one can deny that 
the Bh&ratavarshya Brkbma Maudira, the Church of 
which Mr. Sen is the Minister, continues to be as 
largely attended now as before the schism, and that 
not a single devout member of his congregation has 
left the V Church. Nor is it possible to gainsay the 
fact that the congregation of our Mandir is far larger 
than that of any other section of the Br4hma-Sam&j. 
If the number of persons who are attracted to hear be 
any index to the personal influence of a religious 
leader, yon may form some idea of Baba Keshub 
Chunder Sen’s grovring influence from the fact tiiat in 
the eouxae of omr expeditionary movement last year 
he add re s se d, in six weeks, erowded assemblies in 
Csicatta and the Provinces nnmbming upwards of 
tsn thonnnd people. In fiM!t» sinae the otganisi^on 
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of the New Dispensation our movement has excited 
far greater interest and sympathy, and achieved much 
greater success than in any previous year. Another 
evidence of even greater importanc%iB to be found in 
the fact that all our mis8ioi;||Hes- and leading workers 
have remained faithful an'd^oyal to our leader through¬ 
out the crii|is. The members of the Missionary Con¬ 
ference desire me to say emphatically that though 
they have now and then differed from him in non- 
essential matters, their grateful reverence for him as 
their Heaven-appointed leader and friend continues 
unabated. . They are his close companions, and they 
have had opportunities of examining closely the de¬ 
tails of his daily pfe, som,e for ten, others for twenty 
years, and they have never had reasons to suspect 
.their confidence in their trusted leader was mis¬ 
placed. The only missionary who has deserted our 
Church since the schism is the person who charged 
him twelve years ago with encouraging ‘ man-worship,’ 
but who subsequently recanted. Whatever our an¬ 
tagonists may say, the Brkhma-Sam&j of India is, in 
spite of the rupture, a growing power, and it retains 
in itself the entire devotional and spiritual life of the 
community. It is still, as it was before, a mighty 
instrument in the hands of Providence to teach the 
Hindu nation faith, love and purity, prayer, com¬ 
munion, and inspiration. The seceders are, we may 
say without being uncharitable, defident in religious 
life, and are given more to outward social refinement, 
magnifying the things of the fl»ih ow things of the 
spirit. Such men cannot stand against Qod’s Church, 
unless they establish their superiority on the ground 
of £sith and godliness. That their secession is due 



KESHUB OHVin}EB SEN. 


97 


almost ientirely to personal causes cannot be disputed. 
The rupture began some years before tihe marriage 
controversy took place, 'its chief cause being,’ as you 
rightly ob^rve, ' personal fedlings aroused by Keshub 
Chunder Sen’s ascendairt^, act any fundamental dif¬ 
ferences of doctrine.’ The bitterness was greatly aggra¬ 
vated by the marriage of the Minister’s daughter, chiefly 
because the offer of one of the leading seceders, the 
chief editor of their journal, te have his daughter mar¬ 
ried to the Mah&r&jah of Cutch Behar was declined, the 
match not being approved by the State officers in Cutch 
Behar, who after having seen both girls, gavh decided 
preference to the Minister’s daughtet. The disappoint¬ 
ment thus caused fomented the jealousies already 
existing, till they culminated in a schismatic rupture. 
For nearly three years we and our leader have been 
reviled and maligned in the most reckless manner, the 
arguments used being almost invariably personal in¬ 
vectives i^inst our character, and not doctrinal 
criticums. 

With reference to the Ohtch Behar marriage, I may 
be permitted to say that there is nothing in it which 
has been disapproved by the most fastidious critic 
which the Minister himself and his friends have 
not regretted, and this dissent was clearly set forth in 
the official stat^ooent published by the Br&hma-Sam4j 
of India at the time. The marriage itself, or rather 
the match, we most devoutly believe, was providen¬ 
tial, although we firediy admit there were errors and 
improprieties imthe modut operandi. The Lord directed 
the choice and initiated the nuptiifl rites. But in 
tiiis, as in other cases, human agen<^ must be distio- 
goished fiom tire actions iWridenoe. The charge 

von, in ■ 
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of child-marriage has long ago been exploded. For 
the consummation of the marriage took place only 
the other day, October 20 , in the Br&hma Mandira. 
The proceedings of the ceremony you will find in the 
Sunday Mirror of the a 4 th' o4'October. 

The doctrines of Ade^a (Inspiration) and the Com- 
DCUnion of Saints have provoked warm controversy 
both here and in England, and also our attitude to- 
inrards Christ and other prophets. It is a matter of 
re^et and wonder that in these matters a Christian 
ps^on should misunderstand our position or miscon- 
OUP views. To rationalists we are, and must 
CQptinue to bOj a dtiimbling-block. But surely to the 
igp^tually-minded the above doctrines are intelligible. 
%i^ems to us that it is not the doctrines themselves, 
hut the oriental and metaphorical dress in which they 
are presented, to which ekception has been taken. 
Allegories and parables may not suit the Western 
mind, but they are the natural inheritance of all 
Elastem nations, and we instinctively indulge in the 
poetry of religion. The mysticism attributed to us is 
nothing but teaching by allegory and parable, of 
which Christ Jesus Himself furnished a preeminent 
example. In March last the plain meanings of most 
of the words we use, divested of metaphor, were pub¬ 
lished, a reference to which will conyince you of the 
truth of what we say. One of the main causes of 
irritation is, as you rightly apprehend, the Minister’s 
alliance to Christ, which has greatly annoyed the 
rationalists here and in England, and especially Mr. 
Voysey. This cannot be helped. We believe that in 
the Spirit of Christ Asia and Europe shall be united 
in the fulness of time, and we r«goioe to see that 
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throagh Gk>d’8 grace India is drawing near to ‘Him 
crucified.* If we are deserted and persecuted for this 
we need not complain. 

Yours respectfully, 

WooMA. Nath Gupta, 

Br&hma Missionary Conference. 


OFFICIAL PAPER. 

Marriage of the Mahdrdjah of Cutch Behar. 

The principal event of the year was the RAjah’s 
marriage, which was celebrated on the 6th Mac^h^;. 
1H78, at the Raj Bari in Cutch Behar, in the preselbc^ 
of a large assemblage of spectators, both Native and 
European. The difficulty of reconciling the Hindu 
and BrAhma ceremonial forms was, as , may be ima¬ 
gined, an arduous one. It wan neceaeary to the legality 
<f the marriage that the ritea ehould be Hindu in all 
e»»ential featuree. After much deliberation and argu¬ 
ment, Bab* Keehub Chunder Sett tone brought to eee that 
the Rdjah, not being a Brdhma, and the Brdhma Marriage 
Act not being in force in Cutch Behar, it toae abeolutely 
eetential that the marriage, if it took place at all, ehould 
be a Hindu marrigige. Idolatrous mantras were, how¬ 
ever, excluded, and the name of the Deity substituted 
wherever local custom bad introduced that of any 
particular idoL The beet proof of the petfeet orthodwey 
of the marriage ie^ that the Brdhmane ci^teented to perform 
it. They are not by any means under our thumb. 
And in one master, the performance of the Horn cere¬ 
mony, wifich^l, strictly i^ieaking, the adoration of 

H a 
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fire, they refused altogether to give way or to dis¬ 
pense with the presence of the bride and bride¬ 
groom. Babu Keshub Chunder Sen was equally 
determined that his daughter should not assist at an 
idolatrous ceremony. The matter was ultimately 
arranged by the Br&hmans consenting to the removal 
of the bride on some pretext before they performed 
the mystic ceremony. As this did not come off till 
3 A.M., and as the poor young lady had been sitting 
in an uncomfortable attitude for about five hours, the 
excuse for removing her could not be called a pre¬ 
text. The R&jah remained present during the cere¬ 
mony, but took no part in it. The marriage hat since 
been formally declared legal by the Commimoner, acting 
viider Oovernment ae the lato-gioing potoer^ and his decla¬ 
ration to that effect has been filed among the permanent 
record in the archives of Cutch Behar. In connection 
with thu event, 1 wish to record my sense of the 
valuable assistance rendered by Babu Kali Komul 
Lahiri, the Dwar Muktear, an old and faithful servant 
of the KAjah’s family, not only in his position as prin- 
dpal oflicer of the household, but also as a BrAhman, 
in smoothing over difficulties which arose, and in 
reconciling the adverse factions of Pundits and BrAh- 
mans. The Cutch Behar Pandit sent to Calcutta to 
arrange the form of ceremony had not conducted the 
negotiation in a very sti^ghtforwaard manner, and 
the consequence was that I i^d the Dewau found our¬ 
selves in a difficult position on the very eve of 
the marria^. arran^^ng these difficulties the 
Dwar Mukteary ipfinenc* was of the greatest assist¬ 
ance to us, and enabled us to diseria^ato between 
what ortiu^oxy really^ demanded aaigQ[hM bigotiy 
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was unwiUing to give up .—Adminitiratim "Report (f 
the Cvi-eh Rehar State, by G. T. DaUon, Eaq,, Deputy 
GmmietUmer, 


To these letters I sent the following reply 
Mt dear Fbiekd, 

Your letter was a real pleasure to me. Though 
I felt almost certain that you would take what I had 
written in the Times as words coming from a true 
friend, yet I was glad to hear from yourself that you 
had not forgotten me, and that you still counted me 
among your old and faithful friends. You may have 
wondered that I should never have written to you 
since you left England to return to your own country 
and to your own work among your own people. I 
have often thought of you, and whenever my memory 
went on a long pilgrimage to my friends who are doing 
good work in different parts of the world, I always 
lingered before your image, and wondered whether 
I could and ought to help you in your struggle, 
as it grew harder from year to year. But as our span 
of life grows smaller and smaller, work seems to grow 
thicker and thicker. If we want to do anything, to 
fimsh anything at least up to a certain point, we must 
learn to let many things take their own oourse. We 
must learn to tonst: and 1 can assure you that ever 
since I saw you fiM»<to laoe, ever cdnce I listened to 
you pleading your cause so powerfolly before our 
great ^eologian,*Dr. Pusey, and aftedprards heard you 
unfolding to me your bri^tSat hopeafor tiie friture of 

I ^ve^ ways trusted you. That does not 

thaS|g||||Kre always i^^roved of all that you 
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have ■written and done. Far from it. But with re¬ 
gard to most of the matters which have been discussed 
between you and your opponents, what right had I to 
condemn the steps which you thought it right to take, 
or, at all events, to put my judgment against yours ? 
I do not call that trusting our friends, if we want 
them always to think and speak and act exactly as 
we ourselves would think and speak and act. Trust¬ 
ing our friends means to give them credit for good and 
honest intentions, even when we differ from them and 
they from us. It is easy to trust in a Divine Pro¬ 
vidence if all goes well with us; but to trust when 
all goes against os, that is real trust. It is the 
same with our faith in men. I know that your 
one object in life is to do good to your country¬ 
men, to help them to amend certain defects in their 
social life and to purify their religious ideas, and I 
shall never believe that a man who has devoted his 
life td so noble a purpose can be guilty of the charges 
brought against you. 1 never shall think you infal¬ 
lible in your judgments, but whatever may happen, I 
trust, aye 1 know, that you will alwuys remain true 
to your own noble self. 

Mter your great success both in India and in Eng¬ 
land I was quite prepared riiat a reaction would set 
in. Success is apt to produce a certain languor and 
conceit In oarselves, while in others it is sure to 
arouse envy, the worst poison that grows in the 
human heart. The Buddhists say truly that a man 
has * left the pa||)ii of envy ’ when he begins to lead a 
new life; but it is marveUous to observe how few even 
^innfig the best men are quite above^that wretched 
feriing. Besides, many of those who(i|b8>&Bded yon 
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and patronised you before you had achieved your best 
successes did so because it was iho fashion- They 
had no idea of the real nature of the ■worjlt you had 
taken in hand, but they liked to pat you 6n ^e back 
and give you advice and warn you against dangers 
and all that. You see you were only a native—and 
is not every European far wiser than a Hindu? 
How I hate that conceit. I do not mean to say that 
it is general, but it exists; and what is the worst, it, 
exists in influential quarters. Men who have been in 
India, men who write on India, men who profess to 
have studied the language and literature of India 
speak even of the most learned, the best and wisest of 
your countrymen, of men in knowledge, manners, and 
character inflnitely their superiors, as of so many 
ignorant and naughty children. Have we not conquered 
India, they seem to say, do we not govern India, and 
should we not know much better than BAmmohun Roy, 
or DebendianAth Tagore, or Keshub Chunder Scp what 
is the right course which Indian social and religious 
reformers ought to follow 1 1 know of men who could 
not construe a line of Sanskrit, and who speak 
and write of your ancient literature, religion, and 
philosophy as if they knew a great deal more than 
any of your best Arotriyas. How often you must 
have smiled on reading such books I The idea that 
anything could come from the East equal to European 
thought, or even superior, never enters the mind of 
these writers, and hence their utter inability to un¬ 
derstand and appreciate what is really valuable in 
Oriental literature. There is no problem of philosophy 
and religion that has not been a subject of deep and 
anxiousihou|^t among your aniflent and modem 
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thiskerB. We in i^e West have done some good 
work too, and 1 do^not ‘write to depreciate the achihve- 
moats *of Hellenic and Teutonic mind. But I 

ktiow that on some of the highest problems of human 
tiiought' the East has shed more light than the West, 
and'Tjy and by, depend on it, the West -will have to 
acknowledge it. There is a very able article in the 
last number of the Edinburgh Review (Jan. i88x), on 
Gaird’s ‘ Philosophy ' of Religion.’ Dr. Caird is a 
ritpresentative man in England, and more familiar 
than most Englishmen -with the solid work of modem 
German philosophers. And what is the last result at 
which Dr. Caird arrives, and of which even the 
Edinburgh Review approves) Almost literally the 
same as the doctrine of the Upanishads! Dr. Caird 
writes: *lt is just in this renunciation of self that 
I truly gain myself; for whilst in one sense we give 
up self to live the universal and absolute life of 
reason^^yet that to^which we thus surrender ourselves 
is in re^ty our truer self.’ And again: ‘ The know¬ 
ledge and love of God is the giving up of all thoughts 
and feelings that belong to me as a mere indi'vidual 
self, and the identification of my thoughts and being 
with that which is above me, yet in me—the universal 
or absolute self, which is not mine or yours, but in 
which all intelligent beings alike find the realisation 
and perfection of their nature* (p. 257). I need not 
tell you or any one who knows the Upanishads how 
powerfully the same doctrine, the doctrine of the Atmft 
and Param&imk, was put forth by your old Rishis 
more than two ^ousand years ago. 

Many years ago I vmitured to show that the five- 
membwed q^llo^sm of the Indian NyAya philosophy is 
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the best form that can be given to the syllogism of in¬ 
ductive logic. But European logicians cannot get over 
the idea that there is no lo^c like that of our school¬ 
men, and that every deviation from it is a mistake. 

The same conceit runs through almost all that is 
written on India. India may be patronised, some 
works of Indian poets and philosophers may be called 
clever and curious, but to recognise in anything the 
superiority of Indian thought, or the wisdom of Indian 
native opinion, that is out of the question. 

I do not write this in order to flatter you, but in 
order to warn you against being disheartened by 
foreign criticism. Few people in Europe, very few, 
understand the object of your work, or have any idea 
of the dangers and difficulties which you have to en- 
coimter. You should look upon praise and blame as 
we do upon sunshine and rain. It comes and goes, 
we know not why. But there is one thing that serves 
as a parasol against conceit, and as an umbrella 
against despair, and that is a dear conception of the 
true purpose of our life. Let me quote once more 
from Buddha (Dhammapada, 227-228): ‘ This is an old 
saying, this is not only of to-day: they blame him 
who sits silent, they blame him who speaks much, 
they .also blame him who says little; there is no 
one on earth who is not blamed. There never was, 
there never will be, nor is there now, a man who is 
always blamed, or a man who is always praised.’ 

1 can quite feel with you and understand that you 
should be disheartened by the defection of some of 
your friends, but you should not allow this to turn 
you away t€ir cm mommit frtnn the path that lies 
straight before you. I am particularly sorry that so 
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trae and intelligent a Mend as Miss Collet should 
have turned against you, but 1 have little doubt she 
will in time forget the things that are behind, and 
look forward to the great work that is still before you. 
She judges you, I think, unfairly, because she forgets 
that you are a Hindu and a Bi^hma, and not at the 
same time an En^^shman and a Christian, in her sense 
of the word. She expects too much from you, mid that 
shows after all how she respects and honours you. 

If the number of your followers in India has de¬ 
creased, as she mainteins, though you deny it, that 
would influence very little my feelings for you and 
my hopes for your cause. I do not believe in num¬ 
bers ; and all through life I have but seldom found 
myself in a majority. If such men as Mozumdar 
remain true to you, that is better than a legion: but 
better than all is that you should remain true to 
yourself. People may call the separation of the Adi 
Saml^, the Brfthma Sam&j of India, and the S&dh&ran 
Br&hma Sam&j a schism: to my mind they are three 
strong branches of one powerful stem. They all have 
the same root, and they all, I trust, will yet bear 
rich firuit. 


I cannot write more to-day, but thm*e are several 
pmnts on whi<fli 1 hope to write, whenever I find a 
little leisure. You have written to me as a Mmad, 
and I have answered you as a Mend, with perfect 
frankness. I shall always do that, and hope jon will 
^ the same. 


I have reoeived the eofgr le^er in whioh^the 
J^dduna Misskmaiy CkmiUnaiee points out a number 
uiartateaRWDla aaade hy^———in a lecture de- 
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addressed to me by tbe same Conference. I did not 
feel at liberty to publish these letters. Please to con¬ 
vey to the Conference my best thanks and the expres¬ 
sion of my fullest sympathy. 

1 remain, my dear Friend, 

Yours very truly, 

F. MOlleb. 

P.S.—I was much interested in the publications 
you sent me. As you kindly offer me your assist¬ 
ance, might I ask you to send me the first number of 
the TheUtic Quarterly Review. Any information on 
R&mmohun Roy would be very welcome, but I must 
tell you that I find it difficult now to read Beng&li. 


Some of the letters that passed between Keshub 
Chunder Sen and myself are lost, because at the time 
I did not consider them of importance. I only kept 
rough copies of my own letters, and cannot now fix 
their exact dates. The next letter which I wrote to 
him treated chiefly of the Cutch Behar marriage. 

Mt deab Friend, 

' 1 am truly sorry that the first subject on which 
I feel I most write to you should be the marriage of 
your daughter with the Mah&r&jah of Cutch Behar. It 
has, however, been made the battlefield between your 
friends and your enemies, and as I have often declared 
thati if placed in your posirion* I should probably 
hsive aet^ as you have done, I fsel that I owe it to 
mys^ as well as to you to esplsili what 1 feel on the 
sutgec^ 

1 may say at once, I whdi that tUs difficulty had 
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never arisen. For a difficulty it was, and you must 
have felt it so. You were placed in a conflict of 
duties, the duties of a father and the duties of a public 
man, and out of such a conflict it is almost impossible 
to emerge without a wound. 

Now let me tell you first where I differed from you. 
I think when we find ourselves in such a difficulty, we 
ought to take our friends into our confidence, and place 
the reasons which make us incline towards the right or 
towards the left unreservedly before them. You, so 
far as I remember, remained silent for a long time, and 
at last appealed to the inner voice, the Ade«a, which 
told you that you had acted rightly and for the best. 

I know myself full well how hard it is to have to 
defend oneself against suspicions that ought never to 
have arisen, and to repel charges that ought never to 
have been brought. But the world likes to hear a 
man defend himself, if only for the pleasure of pro¬ 
nouncing a verdict of Not Guilty, and I think our 
friends have a certain right to hear what we say to 
ourselves. To appeal simply to Ade«a is not respect¬ 
ful, and the voice of Ade«a, however pure it may be 
when it enters into our ears, is never quite so pure 
when it passes out of our mouth. That still small 
voice is meant to be still: it is meant for us, and for 
us only, not for the loud contests of the world. I 
believe if you had asked your friends whether you 
should sacrifice the happiness of your daughter, or 
agree to a marriage which both you and they con¬ 
sider olyeotionable,bnt which till a few years ago was 
ocns^ered {mrfeetly legitimate, and which ev«Ei now 
hardly one in a million of your own countrymen 
would disapjffove, they would probaMy, partusularly 
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if they had known all the more private circumstances 
of the case, on which 1 need not enlarge, have given 
you a bill of indemnity. 

But after having said so much against yon, I must 
say that many of your friends seem to me to have 
acted towards you in a most unfriendly, nay, un¬ 
reasonable manner. They seem to me to have entirely 
forgotten that you were bom in India, and not in Eng¬ 
land, and that there is no subject on which different 
nations entertain such different ideas as on marriage. 

1 have no reason to doubt that you still consider 
early marriages objectionable, and that you decidedly 
prefer your own Br&hma rite of celebrating marriage 
to any other ceremonial. But when, on medical 
advice, you have fixed the minimum of the marriage¬ 
able age of women in India at fourteen, then surely 
the case of your daughter, who was only a few months 
under fourteen when she was formally married, and 
sixteen when she was really married, might have 
been passed nimoticed. I know the atmosphere in 
which you live. I know how from the earliest days 
it was considered in India the duty of a father to find 
a proper husband for his daughter. Manu says so, all 
your old lawyers and poets say so; and however good 
a reformer you may Iw, I can quite understand your 
feeling the disgrace which in India it is supposed to 
be if a fhtiher leaves a daughter unmarried; or at all 
events your hesitatiDg to sacrifice the happiness of 
your daughter to your own convictions on social re¬ 
form. Mann, yaho allows hardly any freedom to a 
woman at any time of her life, allows her to choose 
a husband for herself^ if, tiuee years after she has 
attained a marriageable age, her parents have failed to 
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do 80 (Mann, ix. 90). Other law-givers (Vishan, xxiv. 
40) allow her stiU greater freedom. I do not suppose 
you would he frightened by your old Smritikd,ras into 
doing something actually wrong, yet I can well under¬ 
stand that you should continue to feel their indirect 
pressure. And when it is considered how difficult it 
is to find a proper husband for a daughter, educated 
as yours had been, and how desirable, not only from a 
worldly point of view, her marrit^e with the young 
BAjah of Cutch Behar must have appeared to you, 
then to demand that you should have deprived your 
daughter of a freedom of choice that even Manu would 
have allowed her, seems to me going very far. Even in 
Europe great concessions are often made with regard 
to marriages objectionable from some, desirable from 
other points of view. I shall not press the point that 
this is particularly the case in royal and princely 
families, where often great interests are at stake, and 
where the choice of husbands and wives is limited. 
In England, for an uncle to marry his niece would be 
considered intolerable; in Roman Catholic countries 
dispensation is granted to such unions. In England, 
marriage with a deceased wife’s sister is illegal, in 
the English colonies it is allowed. The lowest 
savages ccmsider marriages between members of the 
same clan quite shocking, and that prejudice remains 
even after they have been converted to Christianity; 
while certain missionaries tolerate even polygamy in 
their converts rather than allow them to cast off 
their old wives. In all this, I do not {>lead for laxity, 
but only for a recognition of peculiar difficulties, and 
for that kind of forbearance which English society 
has of late shown in much more extreme cases. 
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To caU the tnarria^ of your daughter a Child- 
marriage is utterly uztfair, and it is hardly less so to 
say that you gave your consent to idolatrous marriage 
rites being performed. I have read nearly everything 
that has been written and publkhed on that marriage, 
and I believe you did all ^at it was possible for you 
to do to avoid ^ving offence to your friends without 
endangering the legality of the marriage. Protestants 
object to mixed marriages with Roman Catholics, but 
if they assent to a mixed marriage, they must submit 
to the performance of certain superstitious rites, with¬ 
out which the marriage would not be legal. Besides, 
there are in every country old marriage customs 
which, no doubt, date from heathen times, but which 
no one calls idolatrous. If we like to use hard words, 
it would be easy to show op plenty of idolatry in 
Europe. If you had joined a Christian community, 
then I should fully admit that, so far as you yourself 
are concerned, you could have been married according 
to the Christian ceremonial only: but even then you 
could not have forced your daughter, if according to 
native law she is of age and free to choose, to follow 
your example. As you are and mean to be a Hindu, 
though a believer in Christ, I cannot see what right 
your Christian Mends have to blame you for allowing 
your daughter to murry a countryman of hers with 
whom, in a native state, she could be legally married 
B'Oeording to the amnent customs of his own country 
only. 

I am glad, of course, that you succeeded in carrying 
your bill for legalising Brfthma marriage but 1 can 
quite understand that in the eyes of many of your 
Mends such a marriage is much tiie same as what a 
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marriage before a Begistrar is in the eyes of many 
BInglisbmen. It therefore comes to this, you must 
either prohibit all mixed marriages between Br&hmas 
.and Hindus, which would be Acting more intolerantly 
than the Pope, or you must allow some of the ancient 
marriage customs, when one of the contracting parties 
is not a Br&hma. iupd here again to call every ancient 
custom, every de«adharma or kuladharma, idolatry is 
utterly unfair. At all events there are much more 
dangerous idols in Europe as well as in India than 
the old stone images in the palaee of Behar.**. 

The difSculty which you had to solve has had to be 
solved again and again, whenever new religions or 
new sects have sprung up. Zealots have always de¬ 
nounced marriage between members of diflFerent re¬ 
ligions, nay even of different sects. But what did 
St. Paul sayl 'The unbelieving husband,’ he says, 
‘ is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is 
sanctified by i^e husband; else were your children 
unclean (illegitimate), but now are they holy.’ And 
again: ‘ Em* what knowest thou, O wife, whether thou 
shalt save thy husband? or how knowest thou, O 
man, whether thou shalt save thy wife 9 ’ (i Ck>rinth. 
vii. 14, 16). Whoever knows the history of religion, 
knows what excellent missionaries wives have made, 
and I trust the time may come when those who now 
blame you will give you credit for pure motives, and 
praise you for your foresight and your trust. 

With sincere wishes for the wdfi^ of your datii^ier 
and your son-in-law, 1 remain, my dear friend. 

Yours very truly, 

F. Max MfinusB. 
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I.1I.T CorrAOV, 

7a ITPPSS ClBOOLAB BoAD, CaLCOTTA, 
a Jfuy, i83i. 

My deab Fbiend, 

For your most welcome epistles and the genuine 
assurances of kindness and sympathy they contain, I 
must give you my heartfelt thanks. In writing to 
me you need not conceal your real feelings. Dis¬ 
criminating criticism cannot pain me. Even the re¬ 
proaches ^f a true friend are acceptable, and must 
prove beneficial. I have read your letters with the 
deepest interest, and I only wish I could sit with you 
under one of those shady trees in Oxford which I saw 
during my short viut, and talk over the many im¬ 
portant subjects referred to therein, for hours together. 
My heart is full. What shall I write, what can 1 
write on those various subjects within the short com¬ 
pass of a letter? Regarding the Cutch Behar mar¬ 
riage I have yet a great deal to say. I thank you for 
the sympathetic view you have taken of it. In cer¬ 
tain minor matters only you have taken exception 
to the course I adopted, and I have no right to 
quarrel, for you argue as a friend, and your remon¬ 
strance is only friendly counsel and warning. I 
confess I was silent when the battle was raging. My 
patience was repulsive and disgusting. My reticence 
was suiq>iciouB, and led to misrepresentation and re¬ 
viling. It has always been my habit secretly to refer 
to my God in ajl matters of importance in my life 
and to mature my plans under His guidance, and to 
make them known when I was almost certain of suc¬ 
cess. There were a hundred doubts and uncertainties 
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in connection with this manlAge proposal, and every 
moment it seemed likely to break down. The whole 
thing seemed most improbable till it was a fail 
accompli. Even two hours before the marriage was 
actually solemnised, no one could make himself certain 
about the affair: on the contrary, there were new 
difficulties springing up which seemed insuperable. 
Hence my disposition to maintain silence. I was 
waiting to find firm ground upon which to stand and 
take counsel of friends in regard to details, but the 
time never came, the marriage question—‘to be or 
not to be’—being itself an uncertainty till the last 
moment. The Ade#a in the present case was far from 
exceptional. I do not claim and never claimed super¬ 
natural inspiration. My Ade#a is a command of con¬ 
science or a providential interposition. In plain 
language, I should say this marriage is providential; 
and in this respect it is like other important incidents 
in my life—my renunciation of secular work, my vow 
of asceticism, my vegetarian habits, my declaration of 
faith in the New Dispensation, &o. A man who 
trusts God and prays daily must feel that all the 
events in his life, and even his daily meals, are or¬ 
dered by Providence. I saw the finger of God in all 
the arrangements, struggles, and trials in connection 
with the marriage. It was very like a political mar¬ 
riage, such as you speak of. A whole kingdom was 
to be reformed, and aU my individual interests were 
absorbed in the vastness of God’s saving economy, or 
in what people would <»dl public good. The Lord re¬ 
quired my daughter for Outoh Behar, and I surren¬ 
dered her. The trials and difficulties I have gone 
through arc also, I believe, providenUaL They have 
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educated and disciplined and trained me, and I owe a 
great deal, and my Church owes a great deal, to my 
antagonists. The great result of all this agitation is 
the New Dispensation. I thank God for it. It is a 
wonder, a marvel. Pray read all about it, and judge 
for yourself whether the Holy Spirit is not moving 
India in the direction of true and universal Chris¬ 
tianity. I remember the very interesting conversation 
we had at the Westminster Deanery, in the course of 
which you, and also, I believe, the excellent Dean, 
suggested that the future Church of India should be 
altogether Oriental, only it should honour Christ. You 
see how this is being practically carried out. Do not 
think our Christ is denationalising us. We are more 
popular now than in any previous period in the his¬ 
tory of the Br&hma-Sam&j. Nor is our Hinduism 
setting us in an attitude of hostility towards Christ 
or Western science. I beg you will read the ‘ New 
Dispensation ’ paper carefully and let me know what 
you think of the movement. It is the religion of 
‘ Comparative Theology.’ We are giving effect to the 
‘ Science of Religion,’ of which you are the most dis¬ 
tinguished leader. It is the great movement of the 
day in India. Marvellous is this Light of Heaven! 

With profound respect. 

Yours very sincerely, 

Kesbcb Cuundeb Sen. 
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liTLT OOTTAOa, 

•ji Oms OiBouuB Boao, OAumrrA, 
i6 Mag, iS8i. 

Hy J>BAB FbIBIO), 

Your last letter reached-me a few days alter I 
had posted mine. What a gratifying coincidence! 
In both letters there is an allusion to our common 
Mend the Dean of Westminster. It is indeed a great 
pleasture to be assured of the unabated kindness and 
continued Mendship of one whom I so sincerely 
esteem and whose views and opinions I so greatly 

value. I have not yet seen the answer of-. 

The maimer in which he has treated us from the 
very beginning of the controversy is so utterly un¬ 
worthy of him, and is marked with such vacillation, 
wavering, and duplicity, that I can have no mis¬ 
givings in accepting your verdict. In the meantime 
^low me to thank you warmly for your kind permis¬ 
sion to publish your letters, and the emphatic assur¬ 
ance you have given me of your unreserved and 
cordial sympathy in the cause we have at heart. 
Your lett^ cannot but strengthen our cause greatly. 

It seems rather strange that-, who professes to 

be a devout Christian, should withhold his regard imd 
sympathy from that section of the Br&bma community 
which is most allied to Jesus and makes the nearest 
approach to the religion founded by Him. As for his 
arguments, they have been smashed times beyond 
number. In his private letters to me he professes 
Mendship, and I have simply warned him in the 
most kindly spirit to ascertain facts before rushing 
into i^int. 

I Mcgot to ask in my last hurried note vrtiether 
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some attempt should not be made to promote the 
circulation of the ‘New Dispensation’ in England, 
especially among the clergy and the leading laymen 
of the Broad Church party. The British public ought 
to know how the most, advanced tjrpe of Hinduism in 
India is trying to absorb and assimilate the Chris¬ 
tianity of Christ, and how it is establishing and 
sprea^ng under the name of the New Dispensation a 
new Hinduism which combines Yoga and JBhakii, and 
also a new Christianity which blends together Apo¬ 
stolical faith and modem civilisation and science. 
The article on ‘New Sacramental Ceremony’ in the 
first number of the paper seems to have created great 
interest among the Christian community in India, 
and has been variously commented upon. I should 
also invite your attention to ‘ Christ in Socrates,’ in 
No. 8. Such articles cannot fail to interest the Broad 
and liberal school in England, and by an interchange 
of sentiments we may hasten the spiritual union of 
the East and the West in Christ. There are also 
hundreds, I believe, in Germany who have cast off 
orthodoxy and can look with favour upon Theism 
such as we inculcate and preach under the New Dis¬ 
pensation. Could you tell me the name of any liberal 
Christian on the Continent who could help us in 
securing readers in Germany and oUrer countries, and, 
if possible, review the paper and the movement it 
represents in some continental Magazine ? 

Trusting you wiU kindly remember me to the Dean 
of Westminster,* 

Yours very truly, 

BLxshub Chonbeb Sek. 
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Mr DEAR Friend, 

Tl^e most difficult subject of all on which I feel 
that a perfect understanding between you, and me is 
absolutely necessary is the true character of Christ. 
It may seem strange that a son of India, one who calls 
himself a believer in Brahman, and who therefore, in 
strict theological phraseology, would be called a Non- 
Christian, should have given offence to men who call 
themselves Christians by what seems to them lan¬ 
guage of excessive veneration for Christ. Yet so it is: 
and I shall try to explain to you why it is so, and 
why, in the case of some of your critics at least, the 
objections to your deeply impassioned utterances 
about Christ arise from good and honest motives. 

You know that nothing is more difficult than to 
draw a sharp line between the Divine and the Human. 
At first nothing seems easier, and in many of the old 
religions we should have been told that these two 
terms exclude each other, like right and left; that 
what is human is not divine, and what is divine is 
not human. One of the most wide-spread names for 
the Qods was Immortals (amrita, S^dporoi, immortales), 
while men were emphatically called Mortals (martI^ 
fipoToC, mortales). 

I cannot enter here into the origin and the growth 
of the words for Deity in the ancient languages and 
religions of mankind. I have tried to show elsewhere, 
in my MUieri JDeeture* which I sent you, how such a 
word as d«Mt, for instance, came into 1>eing among our 
common ancestors, how it expressed at first one only 
{^1^9 many attributes of deity, that of light, but how 
It and mqtanded its meaning firom one stage to 
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another in the religions growth of our common ances¬ 
tors ; and how we Christians in Europe are still using 
the same word (deva, dens) which was applied to 
Agni and Indra in the earlie^ hymns of the Big-Veda. 
To give a definition of such a word as deva, Qod, and 
its various modifications in the difierent Airyan lan¬ 
guages, that should be applicable to them by whom¬ 
soever they may be used, is of course impossible. 
That word has signified everything that man has ever 
thought to be divine. Its meaning has changed, as 
we have changed; and as long as the human mind 
goes on growing, that word also will grow, whether 
for better or for worse. 

What applies to the names for Qod in the Aryan 
languages, holds good also with regard to the divine 
names used by the Semitic races, and particularly by 
that Semitic race which interests us most, the Jewish. 
The conception of God, as you see in the Old Testa¬ 
ment, varied very considerably at different times in 
the history of the Jews. It reached its highest 
spiritual elevktion in the utterances of some of the 
prophets, and it sank down to mere idol-worship even 
with the wisest of their kings. The history of the 
Jewish religion has been so often and so fully written 
that here too I may refer you to other bwks, and 
simply call your attention to the fact that, at the time 
when Christianity arose, the Jewish conception of 
Jehovah was one of a God who had created the world, 
who ruled the world, but who, though he might be in¬ 
voked as a Mend and even as a father, was yet, in 
his essence, entirely different from man and the works 
of his hand. God was immortal; man was mortal: to 
(daim immortality for man seemed almost incompatible 
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with the awe and reverence which the Jews felt for 
their immortal God. In fact the distance between 
God and man was perhaps never conceived as greater 
than it was by the people among whom Christ ap¬ 
peared; and yet they were the very people whom 
Christ came to teach that * I and my Father are one.’ 

People who have carefnlly read the sacred books of 
other religions, and have found there almost every 
doctrine which they had considered as peculiarly 
Christian, have sometimes asked me. What then dis¬ 
tinguishes Christianity from other religions? My 
answer is, that historically the distinguishing feature 
of Christianity lies in the new conception of the rela¬ 
tion between God and man. Here we see the pen¬ 
dulum of religious thouis;ht swinging back completely 
ftnm left to right, from the Jewish to the Christian 
conception of God. Though some of the Jewish pro¬ 
phets had preached Jehovah as a father, and had 
dared even to speak of men as gods, the stream of 
popular religion was running in a very different chan¬ 
nel. Tq a Jew, at the time of the advent of Christ, 
the very expression of Son of God was blasphemy. 
It was Afferent with Greeks and Romans. Their idea 
of Deity had never been so supramundane as that of 
the Jews, and tiiey had therefore less difficulty in ac¬ 
cepting heroes and demigods, or even human beings, 
raised to a level with their gods. But taking the 
Jewish idea of Jehovah as it was preached in the 
synagogues, we cwa perfectly well understand why 
tbe OTthodox Jews should have shouted, ‘We have a 
law, and by our law he ought to die, bemuse he made 
hinjuielf the Son of God’ (John xix. 7)> 

Sara then is the vital difference between Juthdsm 
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and Paganiam too on one side, and Christianity on the 
other; here is the thought which in the history of the 
world stamps Christianity as a hew religiom Christ 
tanght many things which other religious teachers 
bad taught before, but Christ taught a new, his own 
conception, and more than conception, his new in> 
tuition and realisation of Qod. Closely connected with 
this was his new conception, and more than concep¬ 
tion—the new birth of man. These two concepts of 
God and man are so inseparable that it is impossible 
to modify one without modifying the other. If, as I 
know many do who call themselves Christians, we 
leave the conception of Jehovah as we find it among 
the Jews, and then represent Christ as the son of God, 
it is surely blasphemy even now. It carries us back 
into Greek paganism, and it has actually produced in 
Christian countries forms of thought, and forms of 
worship paid, not only to the Son of God, but to the 
Mother of God (d«ord(cos) which must appear to you 
pure idolatry. 

Christianity is Christianity by this one fundamental 
truth, that as God is the father of man, so truly, and 
not poetically or metaphorically only, man is the son 
of God, participating in God’s very essence and nature, 
though separated from God by self and sin. This 
oneness of nature (Sfumnria) between the Divine and 
the Homan does not lower the concept of God by 
bringing it nearer to the level of humanity; on the 
contrary, it raises the old concept of man and brings it 
nearer to its trusbideal. No doubt you would find even 
at tile present day many theologians to whom what I 
have just written to yon would sound very strange; 
but that only shows how little true Christianity 
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has as y et leavened the thoaghto of men—^how many 
who oaJl themselves Christians are really Jews, nay, 
how many have not yet worked themselves free 
from the pagan concepts of deity. You have no doubt 
observed among your English friends in India how 
easily those who call themselves Trinitarians fall into 
a worship of three gods, and how often those who call 
themselves Unitarians are no better than Jews in 
their conception of deity. The true relation between 
Qod and man had been dimly foreseen by many pro¬ 
phets and poets, but Christ was the first to proclaim 
that relation in clear and simple language. He called 
himself the son of God, and he was the first-bom son 
of God in the fullest sense of that word. But he 
never made himself equal with the Father in whom 
he lived and moved and had his being. He was man 
in the new and true sense of the word, and in the new 
and true sense of the word he was God. If you ask 
me whether I am a Trinitarian, I say No; if you ask 
me whether I am a Unitarian, I say Nq. And why ? 
Because I believe in Christ as the son of God. To my 
mind man is nothing if he does not participate in the 
Divine; and it seems to me that the Jews, with their 
conception of Jehovah, were perfectly consistent in 
not believing in a eon of God, or even in the immor¬ 
tality of the soul. To you, brought up in the schools 
of Indian thought, the participation in the Divine 
must be quite familiar. Your sages have expressed it 
in philosophical phraseology by the Pratyoff-dtmd, the 
Self that lies behind us, or the Paramdtmd^ the Highest 
Self. But we want something else, something more 
human, more homely and yet more h^y, to mcprees 
the same thought in rd%ioas language, in lai^foage 
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that should be intelli^ble to the wise and the foolish, 
the old and the young; and that expression has been 
found by Christ by calling himself and all who believe 
in him the sons of God. 

After these remarks you will better be able to un¬ 
derstand the danger of speaking of Christ in language 
which carries us back to the panegyrics addressed by 
pagan poets to their gods and idols. If you speak of 
Christ as not perfectly human, in his own sense of 
the word, you make a new idol of him, and you 
utterly destroy the very soul of his religion. Other 
prophets have tried to reveal to us what God is: 
Christ has revealed to us what Man is, and that is the 
greatest of all revelations which all who call them¬ 
selves Christians must try to preserve in its original 
purity. You may say, We know so little of Christ 
and his original teaching, and what we know of him 
is what his disciples, all of them Jews, believed of him. 
There is some truth in this, and to some it may seem 
a great loss. But it had its advantages also. Out of 
the scattered stones of the temple which we find in 
the Gospels, we have each of us to build up our own 
Christ; and you know how different the ideal and real 
Christs have been which different theologians have 
built up for themselves. We must each of us discover 
our own Christ. The Apcwtles had to do the same. 
They had to discover Cl^t, and they often found it 
very hard to do so. And while they saw in him that 
perfection which changes or ratiier restores human 
nature to its divine originsd, you know how others, 
who had the suae opportunities of judging, believed 
^at Christ was possessed of a deviL It was then as 
it is now, and as it always will ba^ 1%e same person 
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whom some of ns love and revere as almost perfect, 
whose motives we never doubt, whose words we never 
question, is represented by others as possessed by all 
the devils of selfishness, falseness, and cruelty. I quite 
admit that there are statements in the Gospels that 
lend themselves to very different interpretations: for 
how otherwise could we have such different Lives of 
Ckrist% But there is one point on which there can be 
no doubt, and that is the extreme humility of Christ. 
Christ himself objected to any approach to exaggerated 
language on the part of his friends and disciples. He 
knew both the small value of superlative language, 
and the dangers to which it might lead. What would 
seem to us less liable to the charge of exaggeration 
than to call Christ Good Master'^ Yet we read in the 
Gospel of St. Mark (x. i8) that when a rich man came 
and kneeled to him, and asked him, ‘ Good Master, 
what shall I do that I may inherit eternal life?’ 
Jesus said unto him, ‘Why callest thou me good? 
There is none good but one, that is God.’ Try to 
realise to yourself one who could say that, who could 
turn away reproachfully and sorrowfully from praise 
that sounds to us so simple and moderate as ‘ Good 
Master.’ What would he have said to the outpourings 
of high-sounding, yet often unmeaning praise that is 
sung in our churches! You are perhaps more accus¬ 
tomed to ecstatic poetry; but much as I admire 
Oriental poetiy, I think its profuse display of hyper¬ 
bolic imagery is one of its weakest points. If you 
once allow that extaravaganoe of language, pan^yrio 
will aoon outbid pan^yHc, and in the end you will 
have sounds; but no ^pu^ts. Do we not tom away 
with idmwt la^;nage used in Eastern, and 
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itlM even in European Courta^t and yet we dare to 
bring the same base coin into tibe sanctuary of Qod 1 
Do we not know how every ininly soul turns away 
with loathing from the garbage of adulation, hungry 
for one dry morsel of honest truth 1 A true friend 
does not tell his dearest friend one half of what he 
feels for him , and that very reticence is the true test 
of true love. Let it be so also between us and Christ. 
You know how easy it is to repeat the ‘ Thousand 
Names of VisAwu ’—and you also know by whom they 
are repeated most frequently and most loudly. Surely 
you will understand then why others should shrink 
from such high-flown and, for that very reason, so 
often empty or unrealised language, and stand almost 
silent before the face of Christ, feeling that in his 
presence words are hardly wanted, and that one kind 
word, or still better one kind deed for Christ’s sake, is 
better than sacrifice, and praise, and long prayer. 

Foj^ve me for having thus pointed out to you what 
seems to me a real danger in all reUgions, and more 
particularly in those of the East, and believe me. 

Ever yours very smeerely, 

F. M.M. 


Ln.T CSon&oB, 

7a Urns Ouwolab 'Boad, CAUiimA, 

9 JTmlg. iSSi. 

Ut sbab Fbiknd, 

There is^ hardly a syllable in your last epistle 
which 1 should hesitate to endorse. You have said 
exactly what I should have said, only in a more 
learned and philosophical styikv nuih as one would 
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expect from yon. So far as yonr intellecttial estimate 
of Christ is concerned 1 do not think there is much 
difference between us. I too regard him as the Son 
of Qod, and would never give him higher honour. I 
see in him not merely an ethical teacher, nor a mere 
saint of unexampled devotion and unblemished cha¬ 
racter, but ‘ a greater than Socrates,’ inasmuch as he 
was the Son of God. 1 have often said, as my pub¬ 
lished lectures and sermons will show, that the dis¬ 
tinctive feature of Christ’s doctrine and life was his 
divine sonship. I stand, as you do, between the or¬ 
thodox Triniterians on the one hand and the rational¬ 
istic Unitarians on the other. My position is that of 
a Uni-trinitarian. My explanation of the doctrine 
of the Trinity you will find in my lecture on ‘ Great 
Men’ and in the later numbers of the ‘New Dispen¬ 
sation.’ 1 am BO glad and thankful that the Spirit of 
God has helped me to work my way through Hin¬ 
duism to the point where an enlightened Christianity 
has brought you. 1 have always disclaimed the 
Christian name, and will not identify myself with the 
Christian Church, for I set my face completely against 
the popular doctrine of Christ’s divinity. Yet I re¬ 
cognise divinity in some form in Christ, in the sense 
in which the ^n partakes of the Father’s divine na¬ 
ture. We in India look upon the son as the father 
bom again. The wife is called .e&y&, for in her the 
father is bom in the shape of the son. Hence the 
Hindu, while regarding the father and the soh as dis¬ 
tinct and separate persons, connects them in thought 
by some kind of identity. This identity does not 
merge the son in the father, doM not by pure fiction 
exalt the son td tbspositioa^^ the &ther,bat Vuniog 
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the abeolute difference of relaiionehip intact, main- 
fitinH nevertheless a unity or likeness of nature. The 
son is made in the image of his father, and he par¬ 
takes of the father’s nature. Iiooking upon Christ's 
relation to God in this light we can readily compre¬ 
hend the divinity of Jesus as contradistinguished from 
his ‘ Deity.’ True sonship, such as it was in Christ, 
must be divine. The Father was in him and he was 
in the Father. If this be your position, m it is mine, 
I do not see any material difference between us con¬ 
cerning Christ's sonship or his divine nature as mani¬ 
fested in true manhood. If intellectually there is no 
divergence, is there any difference in emotion or de¬ 
votion? You speak of prayer and praise. ‘Long 
prayer ’ to Christ or any other prophet I thoroughly 
interdict. It is contrary to our doctrine. We 
pray only to God for our salvation. In regard to 
saints we caJi only hold ‘communion.’ We go on 
‘ pilgrimage ’ to the saints in heaven, and hold loving 
and reverent communion in the recesses of the heart. 
If we do not worship or pray unto prophets, we cer¬ 
tainly love them fervently and praise them with in¬ 
tense reverence. Perhaps it is to this that you take 
exception. And well you may. In spirit we agree; 
we disagree in forms. The forms of one nation are 
apt to be repulsive and even shocking to another. 
Our Oriental nature is our apology for the ‘ imjMuasioned 
utterances,’ the ‘language of excessive veneration,’ 

‘ high-flo^ language,’ &c. you speak of. How can 
Zi my friend, destroy my Asii^ nature, how can 
I discurd the language of poetry and emotion and in¬ 
spiration which is my life and nature? Toadoptany 
other language would cost me mudr effi>rt^ would be 
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artificial, mechanical, unnatural, and, 1 may add, 
hypocritical. 1 must speak exactly as I feel; and 
you know my devotion is, as a rule, always extem¬ 
poraneous. Our tears during prayer, our fervent and 
constant apostrophising, our ascetic habits, our very 
forms of devotion in which we speak of God as One 
whom we aee and hear, may be disagreeable to Euro¬ 
pean eyes and ears, but so long as they are natural 
and national, and not affected or borrowed, we need 
not be afraid of serious consequences. There is cer¬ 
tainly great danger in unreal show and Pharisaic 
sanctimoniousness and superstitious mysticism, but 
when the doctrine is pure and the heart speaks natur¬ 
ally and spontaneously, from impulse and inspiration, 
the poetry of religion, for it is nothing more, can do 
no harm, but will only kindle enthusiasm and sweeten 
faith. In these ‘apostolical’ days in which we live 
you must make some allowance for warmth of feeling, 
which wiU perhaps die away with the present genera¬ 
tion. Accept, my dear friend, my solemn assurance 
that the danger ^fore us is not superstition, but dry¬ 
ness and scepticism, and that they are moved by the 
Spirit of God who indulge in the sweet poetry of 
living and real faith. It is such a pleasure to read 
your letters. Please write to me again and again, and 
believe me, 

Yours ever very sincerely, 

Kxshvb Cbdnder Sen. 

When Stanley, the Dean of Westminster, died (July, 
i88i), Keshub Chunder Sen was anxious to know 
more about him. Stanley had been to the end a 



KESHtJB OBtmSEB SKK. 


129 


Btauneh fnend of Keshub Chunder Sen. As was usual 
with him, the attacks on the Indian Reformer had 
only served to strengthen Stanley’s sympathy for 
him, and he had several times asked me whether and 
how he could help him. When I began to write down 
some of my recollections of the Dean, which I thought 
might be of interest and possibly of use to Keshub 
Chunder Sen, they soon grew beyond the limits of a 
letter, and I could only send him a few of my 
notes from time to time. Some were written soon 
after the Dean’s death, others' later. Some have been 
published already, others are not quite fit for publica¬ 
tion yet. 

Mt dear Friend, 

You know by this time that we have lost Stan¬ 
ley—a true friend to me, a true friend to you, a true 
friend to many others. He had many friends who 
loved him, but the number of those whom he loved 
was greater still. Most men wait till they are loved 
and then love in return. His whole disposition to¬ 
wards the world was one of welcome. His heart was 
ever ready to believe the beet of every one. His arms 
were always open to receive you. He was one of 
those who lUced to shake hands with both hands. So 
it ought to be; so, one would think, it would be 
naturally. Why should man not welcome man? 
Alas, the heart Uiat has been deceived, and deceived 
more than once, knows the answer. It is so bitter to 
trust and to find one’s trust met by envy, conning, 
ill-wilL . . . Stanley too must have had his bitter 
experiences, but his arms were open to the last. He 
did not sum up the experience of his lifelike a famous 
VOL. ir. K 
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statesman lately deceased,—‘ Friend is the synonym of 
traitor'I 

There is no doubt that Stanley had many enemies. 
No one was so thoroughly hated, and, 1 believe, is so 
stiU. And how can it be otherwise 1 

He was a truth-loving, honest, and outspoken man, 
and the world would be very different from what it is, 
if such a man had not been hated. He was not like 
other people, and that is what other people are least 
inclined to forgive. 

And how was he different from other people, you 
may ask. I believe, first of all, because he always 
looked upon this world in its true light, not as a home, 
but as a journey. Hence he was never entirely ab¬ 
sorbed in the contests and controversies of the day. 
He had his opinions and convictions, religious and 
political, but his horizon was too wide ever to lose 
himself altogether in our small lanes and valleys. 
With other men every little question becomes what 
they call a question of life and death; the thought of 
the possibility of error, or of surrender, never enters 
their mind. They fight without looking or listening. 
They raise dost and smoke till they cannot see through 
the clouds which they themselves have raised. Stan¬ 
ley was always willing to listen, and even, while hold¬ 
ing determinately to his own opinions, he could at 
least imagine that he might be wrong, and part from 
his opponents with a few kind woitte, as if saying, 
< Let ns wait, the time will come when we shall both 
know better.’ 

Stanley had one great advantage in starting in life, 
an advantage which is not sufficiently appreciated by 
those who possess it, because it is r^tiy considered 
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very honooifcble if those who do not possess it sur¬ 
mount the diflSculties of life without ever forfeiting 
their self-respect. Stanley belonged to a good family, 
and was always pecuniarily independent. He never 
knew the temptations of a poor struggling man, who 
has often to choose between sacrificing the chances of 
obtaining a position of usefulness and influence in the 
world, to which he has a good right, and making 
certain concessions which, however small, colour his 
character through life. A man who has once been 
silent when he ought to have spoken, or who has ever 
spoken when he ought to have been silent, will never 
be the same again, not perhaps in the eyes of the 
world which calls speech silver and silence gold, but 
in his own eyes, if he has eyes to see. And these 
temptations are great, so great that we ought to be 
very lenient in judging a poor man who may see 
actual want, loss of influence, loss of usefulness on 
one side, while one small concession to the world 
would lead him to the bench of Judges or Bishops, or 
any other place for which he is the fittest man. 

Stanley had his ambition, he knew what he had a 
right to expect, aye to demand ; but he could afford 
to wait. He had not to push and to urge his claims 
himself or through others, and he thus remained a free 
man through life. He was content to be a College 
Tutor, a Canon of Canterbury, a Professor at Oxford, 
and at last a Dean of Westminster. He was content, 
nay he was proud of his position. Yet, if he bad 
been a worldly and what is called a prudent man, he 
might have been a Bishop and an Archbishop long 
before others. 

When I first knew him as a young Tutor at Uni- 

K a 
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versity College, I was often struck by his boldness as 
compared with the prudence of other friends of mine. 

1 did not know then that he was a man who could 
afford to walk straight forward, without looking right 
or left, and I honoured him all the more for what 
seemed to me the highest chivalry of truth. Not that 
I honour him less, now that I know how strong and 
impregnable his position was, for, after all, wealth 
does not always produce independence of thought and 
word and deed. Only I do not perhaps place him now 
quite so high above aU his contemporaries as I did when 
I was first drawn into the peculiar life of Oxford, and 
began to watch the bold or timid steps in the careers 
of men who have since risen to eminence. There is one 
expression in English which 1 have always liked yery 
much. 'He has an independence,’ that is, he has suf¬ 
ficient to live without oaring for frowns or favoure. 

There was another feature in Stanley’s character 
which from the first attracted me strongly towards 
him. Not being a scheming or diplomatising man 
himself, he did not look upon others as if they were 
always driving at something. One could speak to 
him unreservedly, almost thoughtlessly. One knew 
he believed all one said. He would forgive even a 
stupid, silly, or selfish remark, and interpret every 
man according to the best meaning of which he would 
admit. There was in him a serene transparency, and 
one felt that in speaking with him there was no 
necessity for weighing every word, or calculating its 
effect, or guarding against every possible misinterpre¬ 
tation. It was a treat to speak with him and to find 
that he really took one for better than one was—it 
made one beteer. It is one of the greatest mlseriee of 
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our artificial life to have always to be on the guard 
against possible misunderstandings. You must have 
felt that when you had to clothe your Eastern thoughts 
in Western words. I have felt it myself very often 
when trying to translate my German thoughts into 
English idiom. There are little niceties of expression 
which it is difficult to learn later in life. Many times 
I know I have been misunderstood and have offended 
people simply from a certain carelessness of expression. 
If one has to look out for the right word and does not 
find it at once, one often blurts out the next best. 
One sees at once, even without the gift of thought¬ 
reading, that there is a peculiar taste about that word 
which is not quite palatable to one’s friend. One 
might stop and explain, but that often makes matters 
worse, and so one leaves it and goes on, trusting to 
one’s Mend’s good-nature. With Stanley I never had 
that feeling, even when I was a mere beginner and 
bungler in English. I knew always that he would un- 
(ierstand what I really meant. After dd, we are all 
stammerers. Even the most eloquent express but 
half of what they feel and mean. We must all trust 
to a Lector Benevolus, and that is what Stanley was 
at all times and with all men. 

Another feature which was most strongly marked 
in Stanley’s character was his indignation at any in¬ 
justice or even un&imess committed against a man 
who, whether from weakness or other drcumstances, 
was unable to defend himself. Again and again have 
I seen Stanley jmshing into the fray when he sus¬ 
pected want of fair play. Again and again have 1 
seen him asaisting men for whom he had really no 
sympathy, nay defending others whom he naturally 
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shrank from, simply because they were ill-treated by 
the mob, whatever that mob might be. This kind of 
chivalry may be carried too far, but nothing after all 
is BO amiable and so attractive as this Quixotic cha- 
ra(!ter. The world would be intolerable if it were not 
for a few such true knights. He was opposed to the 
publication of ‘ Essays and Reviews,’ but when they 
were published and attacked, as they were, with dubs 
and tomahawks, Stanley fought more valiantly than 
any of the Seven, and it was said at the time, perhaps 
truly, that he then forfeited his chance of a mitre. 
Stanley never went so far as Colenso. He did not 
even see the value of Colenso’s criticism. He knew 
what ancient history meant, and to his mind many of 
the contradictions, worked out so laboriously by the 
brave Bishop, were really confirmations of the his¬ 
torical genuineness of the Old Testament. They were 
what a true historian, who knows the conditions under 
which the earliest literary documents are composed, 
collected, and preserved, would expect. The a^ence 
of such contradictions would have seemed to him 
suspicious. But whatever Stanley’s own views and 
feelings might be, when the Bishops and their friends 
tried to crush argument by authority, he stood forth, 
undismayed by clamour and threats, and tathe last re¬ 
mained true to Colenso, though equally true, as we 
know, to his Old Testament, as a real work of anti¬ 
quity, possessing aU those characteristics which an 
ancient history ought to xxwsess, and none of those of 
a short-hand report in our modem newspapers. You 
owe some of his sympathy to the violent attacks that 
were made on yon, and 1 can trace the origin of his 
friendship for me to a similar cause. 
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Stanley’s character as a theologian, and as a politi¬ 
cian too, in fact the whole tone of his mind, was what 
I must call historicaL Learn how things have be¬ 
come what they are, and you will understand them, 
approve of them, or at all events bear with them for a 
while, till they can become or can be made to become 
something better. This is the key-note in every one 
of Stanley’s books from the first to the last, and he did 
not wait for Evolutionism to teach him that lesson^. 

It has sometimes been said that Stanley was not 
quite outspoken, that he did not say all he knew, that 
he submitted to many things which he could not have 
approved in his heart. Is there one man of whom the 
same might not be saidi We all know a great deal 
more, or are working up to know a great deal more 
than we are prepared to say and publish to the world. 
What a man like Stanley puts forward, he must be 
prepared to defend against the whole world ; and if he 
feels that be is unable to do that, he would rightly 
shrink from a step that might defeat the very object 
he had in view. On many points our knowledge may 
be sufficient to satisfy ourselves, but far from sufficient 
to satisfy others, and to silence all possible objections. 

Again, do we not all submit to many things which 
we do not approve 1 One man may be a republican, 
and yet submit to a monarchical government; and an¬ 
other may be an imperialist, and yet submit to a re¬ 
publican government. Stanley certainly did not 
prove of the Thirty-nine Articles, but he signed them 
SB an historical document, knowing their origin and 

* SoiMcf wliatlbad here on tiiis tide of Stanlejr** ehnnoter, 

haa been paUidted in an ntiola 'FoigaUaB KMaa* iatba ‘Minotaonth 
Cmatmj,' Jana *884, pp. 1017, aaq 
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tlxeir historical purpose, cmd accepting them as a com¬ 
promise between ^he different p^ies that have formed 
the Church of England. 

How ^uld wo ^ve any religion, how could we 
have* any Church, .without a compromise 1 It is dif¬ 
ferent ii^ philoitophy. There every man may go his 
own way, and speak his own language. But it is the 
very nature of religion to be a compromise, a compro¬ 
mise between the young and the old, the wise and the 
foolish, all of whom are to use the same language, 
though they must use it each in his own way. Now 
Stanley was a man of such strong human sympathies, 
and so ready to enter into the thoughts and feelings 
of others, that he would have been the last man to 
disturb the religious peace of anybody. Who would 
like to wake a child from its peaceful slumber 1 We 
stand by its cradle and watch the little rosebud, and 
hardly draw our breath for fear of freaking in upon 
its perfect bliss. All we can do is to be near, so that, 
when the child awakes, it should not be frightened at 
finding itself quite alone. Stanley knew that, so far 
as mere happiness is concerned, nothing is happier than 
the faith of childhood, nothing more l^l^ssed than the 
continuance of that faith from the cradle to the grave. 

In meeting friends who had that faith, Stanley 
could enter into their feelings with all the truth and 
warmth of a man who liked nothing better than to be 
a child once more. Is that dishonesty? As well you 
might call it dishonest- to say tiiat ^e sun rises, in¬ 
stead of saying that the«arth sets. 

But with men who were no longer children, he was 
a man, and an honest man. He knew that the time 
oomea when, whether we like it or not, the ohildmust 
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wake, when the man must face t^e world such as it 
is, not such aa he would- wish it to be. 

A dear friend of Stanley’s, a high dignitary in the 
Cbm-ch, asked me soon after his defth, ‘ TeU me, did 
Stanley believe in miracles?’ I said, ‘ Certainly nOt,’ 
and he seemed quite relieved, and repeated again and 
again, ‘Certainly not, certainly not.’ And yet this 
might give you a false idea of Stanley, jpie certainly 
did not believe in miracles aa they are believed in by 
many, as irregularities committed on purpose. He 
was not taroubled by miracles. He knew, as every 
historian knows, or by this time ought to know, that 
there is no religion without niiracles, and yet that 
the founders of the three highest religions have unani¬ 
mously condemned miracles. Your ancient native 
religion is full of miracles, and it would be quite as 
true to call them psychologically inevitable as to call 
them physically inqjpssible. But Stanley knew that 
certain minds cannot believe anything unless they 
drst believe in miracles. To these men of little faith 
miracles are everything, and if their faith in miracles 
were underminedi, their faith in everything else would 
crumble to pieces,^ This may seem grange to you, for 
I am sure you did not believe in Christ because He 
could change water into wine, or cast out devils, or 
heal the sick, or feed the hungry, or calm the storm, 
or walk on the water. A man may be believed to have 
done all that and much more, as in the case of some of 
your anment Bishis, and yet yon would not believe his 
doctrines unless they could command a very different 
wnetion. To yon, all the facts, whether historical or 
legendary, in the life of Christ must seem entirely out¬ 
ride the temple of Christian truth; and the question 
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whether the miracles were accurately reported by con¬ 
temporary witnesses would probably affect you as little 
as it affects millions of Christians, who either caimot 
read or have no time for reading. Let us only see clearly 
tiMt facts can never be believed, unless we do violence 
to the true sense of that word. Facts may be either 
doubted or not, either accepted or not, either rejected 
or not, but they cannot be believed as we believe the 
existence of Qod, the sonsbip of Christ, the immorta¬ 
lity of the soul, or the holiness of truth. If you read 
the words which Christ addressed to Thomas (St. 
John XX. 29 ), ‘ Blessed are they that have not seen, 
and yet have believed,’ you will see that they have a 
much deeper meaning than is commonly supposed, and 
that Christ himself placed a faith without sight high 
above a faith with sight. 

There is hardly a miracle in the New Testament 
which to a man who knows the language of other re¬ 
ligions is startling. Buddha was called the great 
physician, and we have no reason to doubt that Christ 
too was a true physician, and could heal, not only 
spiritual, but also physical diseases. Which of the 
two gifts Christ himself placed highest, we may learn 
from his own words, when he sends his message to 
John the Baptist, saying * that the blind see, the lame 
walk, the lepers are cleansed, the deaf hear, the dead 
are raised—and to the poor the gospel is preached.’ 

But you may say that, although most miracles per¬ 
formed by Christ offer no difficulties to an historical 
mind, such as Stanley’s was, there.>are two miracles 
performed, not by, but as it were for Christ, which 
must have been a stumbling-block to an honcsirt mind, 
such as Stanley’s was, nan^y the miraculous birth. 
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and what may be called the miraculous death of 
Christ. I cannot tell for certain what Stanley thought 
on these two subjects, though some of his remarks on 
a sermon preached in Westminster Abbey by our 
common friend Kingsley leave little doubt in my 
mind that he looked for true divinity elsewhere than 
in the cradle and in the grave. But to your mind 
these two miracles ought to be the least perplexing. 
You know that whenever the founder of a religion 
has been raised to a superhuman or divine rank, the 
human mind rebels against an ordinary birth and an 
ordinary death. It is extremely curious to observe 
how on this point human ingenuity tries to outbid 
ilivine wisdom. The highest wisdom, whether we call 
it God or Nature, conceived one kind of birth as 
the best for man. Man invented what he thought a 
more becoming birth for God. The intention was 
good, no doubt, but it was, to say the least, uncalled 
for. Is there anything more wonderful than the or¬ 
dinary birth of a child? is there anything more 
holy? anything that can more truly bo called a 
miracle? Or does a miracle cease to be a miracle 
because it happens every day ? Does the marvellous 
become common because it happens every minute? 
Depend upon it, no mirac^ous birth will ever outbid 
the miraculousness of the plain birth of a child. 
' What God hath cleansed, that call not thou common.’ 

And as to Christ’s real lesurrection, is it credible 
that, when we are told ag^ and again that Christ 
came to bring life and immortality to light, the 
simple words that Christ rose from the dead should 
have been taken in a camal, not in a spiritual sense? 
How would a carnal resurrectiou and ascension benefit 



140 


BI03BAPHI0AL ESSAYS. 


US ? Does heaven stiU mean the clouds as it did in 
the Yedal Did St. Paul really mean that unless 
Christ’s body had been canied through the clouds, his 
faith in Christ would be in vain ? It would be fearful 
to think so. St. Paul did not even say, ‘ If Christ is 
not raised, the dead rise not,’ but *If the dead rise 
not, then is not Christ raised.’ Of this I am perfectly 
certain, that if you had said to Stanley, ‘Am I a 
Christian if I believe only in the spiritual resurrection 
of Christ? ’ he would have said ‘ Yes, and all the more, 
if you do not believe that his body was taken up to 
the clouds.’ I often regret that the Jews buried, and 
did not bum their dead, for in that case the Christian 
idea of the resurrection would have remained far more 
spiritual, and the conception of immortality would 
have become less material. 

One can hardly realise what Christianity would be 
if such men as Stanley ever became its true repre¬ 
sentatives. We should not want Missionaries then. 
Instead of a few converts here and there being pressed 
to come in, millions would press to come in, and many 
likeyourselfwouldsay, We have long been Christians. 
If you had lived in the first century, you would have 
been a disciple of Christ, whereas now you say truly, 
because I am a disciple of Christ, therefore I caxmot 
be a Christian. However, we most not despair. I 
well remember your parting words in Oxford, ‘ And 
if fifty years hence people should find out that I have 
been doing the work of Christ, what harm is there ?’ 
There are many in Europe who mqpt be content to 
say the same, and Christ’s best disciples are found, 
1 believe, among those whom so-called believers call 
unbelievers. 
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If what I write to you can do any good in India, 
jmember that I never have any Kcrets. If my views 
re wrong, they can be corrected; if they are right, 
tie more 1 am abused for them, the better. 

Yours very truly, 

F. Max MUlleu. 

OxroBD. 

7 May, 18S3. 

My dear Friend, 

I have long wished to write to you again, and to 
congratulate you on the cessation of the war. I am 
80 glad that you have left the battle-field for better 
fields of usefulness. You have a far too important 
work to do, to waste your time in personal contro¬ 
versy. Go on preaching, teaching, and doing as much 
good as you can; that is the best answer to all obloquy. 
You know I do not flatter you. I have openly told 
you when I differed from you, but I have far too 
high an idea of the work which you are meant to do 
on earth to ask any further explanations from you on 
matters wh^re after all you may be right and I wrong. 
No, no, we must learn to trust each other even when 
we do not always undemtand each other. You are an 
Eastern, I am a Westerm* There is One who knows 
who is right and who is wrong, and that is the Purusba 
within us. 

I have still many things to tell you about our Mend 
Stanley. I miss him very much. He always re¬ 
mained true to you. After he had once trusted a man, 
he seldom dropped him again. His troubles often re¬ 
minded me of your troubles. He always oompliuned 
that he had achieved so little—that he had lost all 
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influence in the Church. He little knew how much 
he had achieved, how great his influence really was. 
His death revealed his greatness. 1 feel sure we ought 
not to think so much about visible success, we ought 
not to be disheartened at apparent failure even. All 
we can do is to move on straight, and not to mind if 
our straight line seems crooked to the crooked. Even 
if you were to do nothing more, you ought to feel 
that you have done a great and good work, which 
will never be undone again. That ought to cheer 
you, and make you go on with your work cheerfully. 
I am going to Cambridge next week, having been in¬ 
vited by the University to give some Lectures on 
Indisu I have chosen for my subject,' What can India 
teach I hope you will approve. 

Believe me, yours very sincerely, 

F. Max MAlleb. 


Lilt Cottaob, 

12 TJTPKB OlBODLAB BoAD, CaLCOTTA, 

5 Aufftiti, i88a. 

My deab Feiend, 

I had hoped to write to you from the Himalayas, 
where I went for a brief sojourn for the benefit of my 
health, shortly after the receipt of your very kind and 
cheering message. These stupendous and lofty heights 
are dear and sacred to us Indians, as reminders of the 
departed glory of our fatherland, and as a source of 
living mspiration amid the grovelling cares of the 
world Nor are they less dear and sacred to you, 
whose heart is so thoroughly Eastern and Indian. 
Perhaps you honour our country and its antuent 
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literature more than we natives of the soil do. And 
1 am sure a letter from the Himalayas you would 
have hailed with peculiaur interest and joy. lll-health, 
however, prevented my writing to you from there; 
and though I have since my return often wished to 
write, I have as often failed. The fact is I have been 
suffering from extreme nervous debility and other 
complaints since our last anniversary festival in 
January, and even now I am not equal to my work. 

You are quite right in denouncing fruitless contro¬ 
versies and personal wranglings. In our Church es¬ 
pecially these are altogether out of place. Our work 
at present is not destruction, but reconstruction. We 
have had enough of the former during the earlier 
periods of the BiAhma-Sam4j history. There was a 
time when an aggressive warfare had to be kept up, 
and we had to put down idolatry and caste with 
iconoclastic ftiry. But the New Dispensation is a 
work of construction. It fulfils, does not destroy; it 
builds, does not demolish. Our entire literature bears 
testimony to this positive and pacific policy of our 
Church. If you know the leading principles of my 
life and character, you will no doubt admit that I am 
pledged to reconciliation and harmony. If I live for 
sny purpose it is for this, ;that I will preach tite union 
of Eastern and Western Theism, the reconciliation of 
Europe and Asia. The idea may seem absurd to many 
in the present age. It may provoke ridicule and 
Mgry reviling. But posterity will prove a better 
judg^ My honoured jinend, yos need not be told that 
a nuux must stick to the high ideal of his life regard¬ 
less of consequences, and remain true to the light 
within in spite of obloquy and persecution. Qod has 
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given me too a work to do, and my tastes and ideas, 
impulses and aspirations have been moulded and shaped 
accordingly. One half of my heart is in sympathy 
wiUi Europe, and the other half with Asia. 1 cannot 
lyherefore bear* the thought of their separation. If 
one branch of the Lord's family has taken one ides 
from Hiip, and another branch another idea, why 
should they quarrel? Are we not both the Lord’s? 


To take only Asiatic thought or European faith is a 
half-measure. It is the adoption of a fraction of divine 
life. That Asia and Europe, the East and the West, 
will always continue in a state of mu^al separation, 
divorce, and disunion is against nature and nature’s 
Gk)d. Let us seek tlie perfection of the individual and 
the race in the union of Eastern and Western types of 
thought and character. I trust and pray that all 
scholars and thinkers and philanthropists in different 
parts of the world will try to bring about this inter¬ 
national reconciliation. Let there be no more wrang¬ 
ling, no more sectarian antagonism. Let the angel of 
peace and love reign. What you say of that noble 
soul, Dean Stanley, is truly refreshing and encourag¬ 
ing. Yes, he has done a great deal, and the influence 
he has left behind will do infinitely more to widen 
and deepen the Church in Europe, and vastly help to 
bring ateut the reconciliation of the Eastern and the 
Western Churches. May his soul rest in peace in the 
bosom of God i 


Believe me. 

Tours meet sincerely, 


Kxshub CmnroxB Seb. 
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Tara Vivtfr, Simia, 
ao JWy, 1883. 

Mt DKAB FbIENB, 

The papers report the deat4 of your good mother. 
Allow me to send you a line of ^condolence from the 
distant Him&laya. As a Hindu I fe'el the deepest 
sympathy in your grief. For who on earth so gfoc^ 
as the mother? We in liidia regard our pi^:ents, and 
especially the mother, as ‘ s&kshAt pratyakshkdeviyiA^,’ 
and we have no doubt you have the same Aryan 
feeling and instinct in you. A mother’s love who can 
repay ? A mother’s memory no loyal son can forget. 
Alive or dead, we honour and revere her spirit, not 
merely on account of oUr earthly obligations, but be¬ 
cause motherly tenderness represents so truly and so 
l)eautifully the lovingkindness of the Supreme Mother. 
May the soul of your dear mother rest in peace in the 
world above! 

I am sorry I cannot write to you so often as I could 
wish. But of this I can assure you that you are often 
present in my thoughts. The affinity is not only 
ethnic, but in the highest degree spiritual, which often 
liraws you into my heart and makes mo enjoy the 
pleasures of Men^y intercourse. I forget the dis¬ 
tance, and feel we are very near each other. These 
HimMayas ablaze with India’s ancient glory constantly 
remind me of you, and as I read your Lectures on 
‘ India, what can it teach us V in the veranda of my 
little house in the morning, 1 feel so intensely the 
presence of your spirit in me that it seems I am 
not reading your .book, but talking to you and you 
are tallriTig to me in deep spirit-intercourse. How 
ardently you love India that book has made clear. 

* 'A prasMit vkibla Mtf* 

Jj 


you. II. 
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Surely you Itonotir our ‘ fatherland ’ more than any of 
my owti countrymen, and the glowing terms in which 
you speak of India, her people, her reUgion, and her 
ancient greatness put to shame the enthusiasm of even 
^le most warm-hearted patriot among us. And what 
you write in your book I see with my own eyes and 
realise in my own heart on these Him&layan heights. 
Every word you say of the Rishis, their faith and de¬ 
votion, is BO true. Their transcendental spirituality, 
their unearthly asceticism, as distinguished from the 
busy life of the West, you justly appreciate and ad¬ 
mire. Alas! these blessed Rishis are dead and gone. 
On the plains of Bengal, where I live, I miss them: I 
see an entirely different generation, by no means loyal 
to tlieir venerable forefathers. But I do not miss 
them here. On these hiUs the ancient Rishis seem 
yet to live and move. I feel that they are with me 
and in me. Everything recaUs these saintly spirits 
to my mind, and I see before me not the agnostic s 
godless earth and sky, but the ancient Aryan devotee’s 
Shrya, Vfiiyu, Yaruna, and Indra. How I wish to 
see you in this my humble hermitage, and talk toge¬ 
ther about the deeper mysteries of Rishi life in the 
very abode of the ancient Rishis, the Him&laya! You 
say 1 follow the Rita of the Vedic Rishis. 1 wish I 
could always do so: in fact this is the great ambition 
of my life. These twenty-five years the Holy Ghost 
has been to me not only my teacher and guide, but 
also my guardian and protector. He has given me 
the bread of inspiration ; and to His directions too I 
owe my daily bread. I never knew any Guru or 
priest, but in all matteie affecting the higher life 
I haye always sought and found light in the direct 
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conoselB of the Holy Spirit. Not could I ever count 
upon a definite income for my l^ge family, and yet 
through darkness and uncertainty the Holy Ghost has 
led me on, feeding me, my wife and ten children, and 
even giving us the comforts of life. From how many 
perils, dangers, and temptations has He delivered me! 
How many times has He shown me the light of 
heaven! or I would have perished. To so good a 
Spirit I look as to a personal Friend and a daily 
Companion, and I have made up my mind never to 
turn away from Him to whom I owe all that I prize 
in my temporal and my spiritual life. The applause 
of man pleases me not, if the Monitor within rebukes 
me. And when the world stands against me, m it 
often does, my Comforter comforts me as no man can. 
When everything fails, I find joy and strength in the 
cheering voice of the Holy Ghost. May I always 
prove faithful to Himl 

Not long ago the Editor of the Contemporary lieniete 
wrote to me a kind note asking me to contribute an 
article on some Indian subject. 1 promised to accede 
to his request, but wanted time as I was unwelL 
Since writing to him I got worse and worse, and I 
have not yet found time or energy sufficient for the 
task. I hope to redeem my promise so soon as health 
permits. It is a wasting disease firom which I am 
autfering, and it brings on terrible weakness and ex¬ 
haustion at times. If convenient I beg you wiU do 
me the favour to write a line to the Editor requesting 
his indulgence and^forbearanoe. 

Yours most sineerely, 

Eeshct CHimnsB Sen. 
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LETTERS FROM PROTAP CHUNDER 
MOZUMDAR. 

PxAox CoTTAai^ 73 'Upfib CiBODLAB BoAO, Oaloutta. 

14 Feb. 1881. 

My dear Sib, 

Perhaps you do not remember me. I had the 
great pleasure of spending an afternoon with you in 
autumn, 1874 . Since my return home I have ^ways 
thought of writing to you; but with Hindu’s 
indecision I have always hesitated. Yet I always felt 
most gratefully that your interest in ths Br&hma- 
SamAj, of which I have been a worker nearly for the 
last twenty years, was unabated. When you put me 
into the train at the railway station you said, ‘ Send 
me every information, every paper, every scrap; you 
will not find me speaking always, but when the time 
comes—here I am! ’ The time Aas come, and you 
have spoken. But, alas 1 we have not kept you well 
furnished with facts about our movemen€,: t jFou have 
watched the agitation on the Cutch Belm^ marriage. 
That agitation began from deeper causes, and ended 
in deeper opposition than a mere protest against the 
marriage. Keshub Chunder Sen’s genius is too 
Western for his own countrymen, and too Eastern for 
yours. His mind is so independent and original, so 
far above conventioxuJ proprieties of every sort, ^at 
long before the marriage he had begun to make 
enemies both inside and outside the Brfthma SamAj. 
They were seeking for an opportunity to crush him, 
they found it in the marriage, they used it to an 
extent of unmercifnlness of which you can form no 
idea. But Keshub is one of those men who cannot 
be crushed.' ffis spiritual vitality, his moral vigour 
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are simply immortaL Among hia opponents those 
perhaps have done him most harm who were his 
friends. Wi«« Collet, the compiler of the Brahmo 
Year Book, has tried to do him the most lasting harm. 
This lady’s idolisation of Keshub was as singular, as 
her present violent and unreasoning antipathy. Not a 
little there was in the Cutch Behar marriage to which 
an honest man might take objection. Some of the 
forms and figures subsequently used by our friend 
might alsb startle any European, perhaps even a 
Hindu. For my own part I am not an advocate of 
sensational figures of speech. But I know how abso¬ 
lutely beyond sober speech is every impulse of deep 
and genuine spirituality. Are not the original per¬ 
ceptions of genius obscure to the finest intellects? 
Deliberate obscurity is dishonesty. It may be a foible 
in which great souls have occasionally indulged ; but 
to a mcua labouring in the awful and agonising solitude 
of genius pwhaps it may be found restful to indulge 
in explosions which he alone can fully fathom. 

But I maintain a man of real and acknowledged 
power is entitled to some amount of public trust. If 
every act and every expression of his that is not 
understood were put down to the score of moral cor¬ 
ruptness, all foims of prganisation would soon, cease 
to exist. And this is what Keshub’s opponents both 
in England and India have done. In not treating 
him with the charity to which much inferior men are 
entitled, they have driven hi™ deeper and deeper into 
his exceedingly sensitive individuality, till he has 
alt(^ther ceased fb be understood, ^irdheartedness 
produces its worst effects upon the intellect. And 
these people have lost the sense by which very plain 
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and Actions can be properly construed. Ibccept 
t^^iends, to persons disposed to tireat charitably 
and justly, it is often wrcmg to oiSex iny explanation 
at all. Explanations require so often to be explained 
that one turns from, the whole tai^ in despair. I 
wonder if there can be any justice, in the proper 
sense of that word, apart from charity. You, sir, 
have shown him that charity, and hence, even in the 
absence of such facts as you ought to have received, 
you have been more juti to him than many others, 
who inm more, have been able to be. The Catch Behar 
marriage is now a thing of the past. I believe before 
long Keshub will have to publish more facts to clear 
his own conduct in regard to that affair. He has not 
done so because he shrank from exposing the conduct 
of some high officials of the Bengal Government. 

The Br&hma-Sam&j has come to occupy a position 
which may be considered apart from its relations to 
the Cutch Behar marriage. This doctrine of the New 
Dispensation promises to excite great hostility. I will 
by next mail post the Theistio Review in which some 
of our leading ideas on the subject are explained. 
The New Dispensation seems to me to be nothing more 
than the spiritual counterpart of your idea of a Science 
of Comparative Theology. What you are doing as a 
philosopher and a philologist we are trying to do as 
men of devotion and faith. It is the same universal 
recognition of all truths, and all prophets. It is the 
same war against exclnsivfifess and bigotry. 1 grant 
we are doing it in a HindB style, perhaps in a Beng&li 
style. But there is no question that the future 
religion of the world must acknowledge tiie reign of 
law, order, harmony, and devdoiHiient in the religious 
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records of xoaokiad. The Fatherhood of God ii a 
meaningless dbetxactlon unless ^|he unity of tmti» In 
all lands and nitons is admitt^. And the Bxotjler* 
hood of man is impossible, if th^Nt is no recognition of 
the services which the great pet|>ic8 of the es^h have 
rendered unto each other. 1 naiiast not take up more 
of your time. It will he XB>thing short of delight if I 
can ever hear from you in reply. I and my Mends 
look upon you as an interpreter, as a mediator 
between ourselves anS Europe. Aud I have no doubt 
you reciprocate the cordiality and confidence with 
which the Brahma-Sam&j regards you. With very 
warm and kind regards, 

1 remain, dear Sir, 

Yours very faithfully. 

Prof. Max Muller. P. C. Mozumdab. 

Simla, 

ao i88t. 

My deab Sib, 

Simla, as you know, is in the midst of the 
Him&layas. It is the summer seat of the Government 
of India, and the Lieutenant-Governor of the Punjab 
also comes here, because it is within the province he 
rules, and also because he has to consult with the 
head of the Supreme Government on questions relating 
to the many frontier difficulties that have started up 
since the unfortunate Afghan war. Being in con* 
tinned bad health for some tiii^e, I have been here for 
a change for the last three months. It was.here I 
received your kind and valuble {uesent of the trans¬ 
lation of the Dh8mm^[ia^ fov which allow me to 
offer you^my very hearty thanks. It was here also I 
got your ca^ desiring me to send you certain Beng&li 




,|by this time reached yoti. 
commenced to write the life 
' * -if r ®* y®’* wished. It is my 

desira^ thai yoit get a perfect insight into the 
inlanisl wptWh^ of the Bi&hma-Samftj of the present 
4*y> whi<^ It so essentially different from the institu- 
tibh which the Rftjah founded in 1830 . There is no 
doubt the Bftjah meant it to be a monotheistic church, 
though h® gtve it a purely Vedantic character. As 
you know "Very well, this monotheism was developed 
and formulated by DevendranAth Tagore. He has 
always kept strictly true to the ancient cult of the 
authora of the Upanishads, to the rigid and deliberate 
exclusion of those Christian influences which R&m- 


mohun Rby carefully sought and cultivated. It is 
certain, however, that he was the first to introduce 
into the SamAj genuine piety and spirituality. Into 
the constitution of this piety a good deal of the mysti¬ 
cism of Hafiz and the idealism of Victor Cousin 
entered I remember, how intensely fond Devendra- 
nkth was of chanting the Oazels of the Persian Sufis, 
and reading the wo^ks of' Coi^dn, Kant, and Fichte. 

if any Clmstian i^uence can be said to have 
entered into his system it was indirec|ly through these 
thinkers. But for the Bible, for the character of Jeims 
and of His disciples, the Fndh&n Achl^aof the BiAhma- 
S^m^ has always had an unfeigned dislike. Indeed 
frmn this point of vieiir the teachings of Bevendra- 
nlfth Tagore are uiider 8 too 4 without much difficulty. 

Wi^the advent af Keshub Chunder Seirthe princi¬ 
ples of t|^ Hr^marSfunl^ assamed form of a 
Sw»t and wat wstitutlon tdok the character of a CJiareA. 
Ke^ub cajiinot be ^naidered aa a wall-reeid 
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Etw his qQotfttiosB firom are pretty 

firequent, are ixiade at randoiK jmd up f<i», the 
occasions on which they are ]|ie^t W^ve p^t 
emphasis to his own sentimentl. But he deseirves the 
credit of uprearing the whcde atrubture of Br&hma 
doctrines by the unaided efforts of his religious genius. 
If he has been aided by anything, he has been aided 
only by his singular devotions, which arelbng, deep, and 
sweet. Doctrinally his teachings may be said generally 
to have embraced the following subjects:—Existence 
and attributes of God as a persoiu^ty; Providence, 
general and special; the soul of man as an immortal 
spirit; Conscience; Prayer; Inspiration ; our relations 
to Christ; to S&kya, Chaitanya, &c.; the Br&hma- 
Ssm&j as a revealed dispensation of God, including 
all previous dispensations, and setting forth the religion 
of the future. His spiritual precepts may be said to 
have generally embraced the foUowing subjects:— 
Up&sana, worship; Yoga, asceticism; Bhakti, devotion; 
VairSgya, passionlessness; S4dhana, which I would 
translate as self-discipline. He has besides said a 
good deal on domestic, social, and apostolical organ¬ 
isation. Now his doctrinal ^nd other precepts have 
been so amplified and complicated by frequent refer¬ 
ences to and applications of Hindu Puranic con- 
cepticms, as well as Christian dogmas and observances, 
that they have swelled to an enormous extent, until 
to many the primitive simplicity of their theistic 
eharaoter has b^n all but lo(^ iind while (tome ’ ao- 
otue him of reliving into Hindu idolatry ihid Pan¬ 
theism, others*ldiarge him with mergingintoChristian 
orthodoxy. I cannot say these misconceptions are 
unnaiaxal, and they have been aggvairafeed by certain 
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rhetorical peculiarities and personal incidents, prin¬ 
cipal azpongwlrich is the Cutoh Behar marriage. His 
interpretations 'of Hindu and Christian ideas may or 
may not be right, but I believe no slur can be cast 
up<m tile soundness of his theistic teaching. It has 
long been my desire to explain some of his principles 
from a simple and rational theistic ground. But I 
sometimes feel that 1 should wait for a further de¬ 
velopment of his views. In this endeavour I should 
greatly prize the benefit of your ideas and suggestions. 
Keshub is continually becoming more and more meta¬ 
physical and mystical. Sometimes 1 am afraid he 
may completely elude popular understanding, and that 
is why I am the more anxious to explain him. Ke- 
oently he has very much given himself up to sym¬ 
bolism. There has been a good deal of fla^, fiowers, 
fires, and sacraments of all kinds. Of course misun¬ 
derstanding is in consequence on the increase. Yet 
Keshub's uncommon penetration, sagacity, and com¬ 
mon sense are as clear and strong as ever. The sug¬ 
gestions of a friendly critic like you will be most 
welcome at this juncture, the more especially as the 
different parties in the Br&hma-Sam&j seem to have 
lost all mutual respect and confidence. Dovendran^th 
Tagore has retired into the hills. The other day I 
received a most significant letter from him. 1 will 
translate it, and publish it some day. In the mean¬ 
while permit me to send my little Theistic Review 
cmd Interpreter. Hoping to have the {deasure of 
hearing from you some d 4 y, 

1 remain. 

Very sinoerely youm. 

Prof. Max Muller. P. C. Mozumuab. 



KXSBEUB OHUKPSB 8BN. 155 


OzroBO, 

3 Amgmtt, i88i. 

Mt deae Mb. Protab Ohxjnder Mozumdar, 

If I have not written to you before, you may 
believe me that it was time and leisure only that were 
wanting, and that I have often longed for a quiet hour 
to thank you for your letters, and to exchange some 
thoughts with you on subjects very near to your heart 
and to mine. 1 have many kind friends in different 
parts of the world, and I must tell them all what I 
told you when we parted at Oxford, ‘ If you really 
want me, I shall always be ready.’ But the day has 
only eight or ten hours of work in it, and often not 
even that; and there is much still left to do, which I 
feel I ought to do. Yet, as I watch the sun of my 
life going down, I feel I shall never be able to do even 
half of what I wished to do in this life. I must therefore 
ask you and my other friends to have patience with me. 
I have watched your struggles in India for many 
years, and I have often pleaded your cause in Eng¬ 
land -with friends who were frightened by what they 
heard about Keshub Chunder Sen. Yet I trusted 
in you and in the goodness of your cause, and re¬ 
mained silent, at le|mt in public. But when 1 saw 
our friend Keshub Chunder Sen pressed on all sides, 
attacked not only by his natural enemioi, but by his 
natural friends, I thought I ought to come to his suc¬ 
cour, or at all events to show him that some of his 
friends were able to make allowance for his difficul¬ 
ties, and though*they might differ from him, had not 
lost their confidence in him. That Cutch Behar mar¬ 
riage was a misfortune, but what has it to do with the 
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great work that Keshub Ohunder Sen has been carry¬ 
ing on? Suppose even he was to be blamed, can no 
one be allowed to carry on a great religious reform, 
unless he is himself entirely blameless ? Nothing I 
admire paore in the writers of our Gospels than the 
open way in which they sometimes speak of the 
failings of the Apostles. In their eyes nothing could 
have been more grievous than St. Peter’s denial of 
Christ. Yet they make no secret of it, and without 
any public confession, recantation or penance, Peter, 
after he has wept bitterly, is as great an Apostle as 
all the others, nay even greater. Surely these are 
passing clouds only, and what we ought to look to is 
the bright sky behind. 

At the present moment many of Keshub Chunder 
Sen’s old Mends in England, and some particularly of 
his most generous and liberal-minded Mends, are in 
despair about some of the outward religious cere¬ 
monies which he has sanctioned. His asceticism, his 
shaving his hair, his carrying a flag and singing in 
the streets, his pilgrimages—all are considered quite 
shocking! To tell you the truth, I am not fond-of 
such things ; but every religion is a compromise, must 
and always will be a compromise, between men and 
children ; and there is no religion in which men like 
you and me, who care for better things, have not 
often to say that they are not fond of ‘ such thin^’ 
yet have to bear with them. Think of our ritualists 
at home. Silly children, naughty children, if you 
like; but, for all that, many of them very good boys. 
I^ere is no real harm in diavlng one’s hair. A man 
tni^ either shave his hair or let it grow, and who 
(h«i& say vrhioh of the two is best ? itoddha wascalled 
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a ‘ shaveUng* becansfe in order to abolish all 

outward signs of caste or raxik, he cut off his hair. 
Bat there is an old' Sanskrit verse which says:— 

PaiU»TiiiiwtiUHTm$4k>7ati«t«tr&- ‘Whether » mea wear matted 
«reme Teeet, ha!r, or • tcqi-ksot, or ehave hie 

G»U, muniX, eikht vt^ muj^te hair, if he kuowa the twenty^five 
n&tm aMRMyah. tmtho, he will be Mved.' 

As to leading an ascetic life, what harm is there in 
that ? India is the very country for leading an ascetic 
life, and a man does not there banish himself from 
society by it, as he would do in Europe. Pilgrimages 
too, singing in the open air and carrying flags, seem 
all so natural to those who know the true Indian life 
—not the life of Calcutta or Bombay—that I caimot 
see why people in England should be so shocked by 
what they call Keshub Chunder Sen’s vagaries. Be¬ 
cause he carries a flag, which was the recognised 
custom among ancient religious leaders, he is ac¬ 
cused of worshipping a flag. I am sure he does not 
pay half the worship to his flag which every English 
soldier does to his. It often becomes to him a real 
fetish; and yet a soldier when he dies for his fl{^, is 
honoured by the very people who now cry out against 
Keshub Chunder Sen, because he honours his flag, as 
a symbol of his cause. 

If Keshub Chunder Sen insisted on other people 
doing exactly as he does, the cose would be different. 
But he does not, and whatever you and I and others 
may feel about the importance of ' such things,’ 
there nevor has Jbeen and there never will be a re¬ 
ligion * wkhout a flag.’ I wish it were not so; you 
probably wifli It Were not so; but man cannot live on 
<^ygeit---he requires bread. 
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These, however, were not the matters I wished to 
speak about, when writing to you. Not the play¬ 
things of religion, but the very life and marrow of 
religion I wanted^ to discuss with you, chiefly with 
reference to that excellent article of yours, published 
in ih.e Theittic Quarterly Review, October, 1879 . Of all 
the reviews .which my Hibbert Lecturee have elicited, I 
liked yours the best, because it went to the very core 
of the matter which I undertook to treat. Now there 
are many people who are quite as much shocked at 
our going to the very core of religion, as others are 
with our playing with the playthings of religion ; 
and if we were to count hands, not heads, what a 
small minority we should be 1 I sometimes wonder 
that we are allowed to speak and to live at all, for the 
great mass of good and honest people in the world 
consider every one who, what they call, shakes their 
faith, (what we should call, strengthens our faith), as 
an enemy to society, as a danger to their happiness 
here and hereafter, as a man to be silenced by any 
means. Where would your small flock be, if every¬ 
body in India were allowed to do with you what he 
thinks right? Bemember what the majority against 
you consists of. First, all children up to fifteen years 
of age} secondly, all women, with few exceptions; 
thirdly, most old and infirm people ; lastly, all unedu¬ 
cated, all timid, and all downright dishonest people. 
If you count op all these, I doubt whether you can reckon 
on one in a hundred to stand up openly for you, while 
the other ninety-nine would all combine against you. 

And mind, with the exception of the last nlam of 
‘downright duhonest people,’ who from motives of 
prudence or selfishness either do not say what they 
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do believe, or do aay what they do not believe, 
we have no right to complain of our antagonists. 
They have a right to be what they are, and many 
of them are sorely troubled by our supposed an¬ 
tagonism to them and to the.„ views which they 
hold with regard to religion. Now we know from 
our own experience that we too were sorely trebled 
in our youth, and in our later years also.^hen we 
found that many things dear, aye sacred to us, had 
to be surrendered to a truer voice and a higher will. 
Then what I feel and what 1 say is, that if we want 
the majority to bear with us,—most minute mino¬ 
rity,—we ougfad to bear with them, and understand 
that what are to us but outward things, playthings, 
nothings, may be to them the only comfort they can find 
in this world. One thing I know, that some of these 
so-called ascetics, or ritualists, or bigotted and narrow- 
ininded people lead the most devoted, unselfish, pure 
and noble lives; and every tree which can bear such 
fruit—whether it be the religion of Jews or Christians, 
or Mohammedans or Br&hmans, or Parsis or Buddhists— 
cannot be so entirely rotten to the core as many of our 
friends, in Europe as well as in India, will have it. 

But now, after having pleaded the cause of those 
happy people who know nothing and want nothing 
but faith and good works, let me stand up also for 
those whose deepest religion makes it impossible for* 
them to be satisfied with that kind of outward re¬ 
ligion, whether they are Jews or Christians, or Mo¬ 
hammedans or BiAhmans, or Parsis or Buddhista 
They seem to me to have as much ri^t on their side 
as the others on theini, and if yon think that I have 
loade * too great concessions to the rampant scientists 
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of thd time,’ you place v&e in a position whid^I eouM 
not acc^t..; We have no concessions to make to, ram¬ 
pant scientists. They have.as much'right op their 
pide, if they aw but honest, as anybody .else, and the 
fact thejiftlb^y are agpiura very Small^minority, decides 
nothing as to the ,^th or untruth of their opiijions. 
Bepevid on it, theW are as good people among these 
r^pant (dentists ae the mpst devout ascetics. 

ITou have seen better than anybody else thatr the 
^titlblem which I wished to discuss in my Hibbert 
IJectures, and to illustrate through the history of re¬ 
ligion in India, was the possibility of religion in the 
light of modern ifeietice, I might define my object 
even more accurately by saying that it was a' re¬ 
consideration of the problem, left unsolved by Kant in 
his Critique of Pure Reason, after a full Analysis of the 
powers of our knowledge and the limits of their 
application, ‘Can we have any knowledge of the 
Transcendent or Supernaturall’ In Europe all true 
philosophy must reckon with Kant. Though his 
greatpst work, the Critique of Pure Reason, was pub¬ 
lished just one hundred years ago, no step in advance 
has been made since with regard to determining the 
limits, i.e. the true powers, of human knowledge. 
Other fields of philosophy have been cultivated with 
great success by other observers and. thinkers, but 
,the problem of all problems. How do we know? 
stands to-day exactly as Kant left iti No one has 
been able to show thi^> Kant was Wrong when he 
showed that what We call knowledge has for its 
material nothing but what is supplied by the sexises. 
It is we whcf V^igest that material, it is we who 
change impressions into percepts, percepts into con* 



161 


KESHUB CHCKDBB SEN. 

cepts, and concepts into ideals; but even in our most 
abstract concepts the material is always sensuous, 
just as our very life-blood is made up of the food 
which comes to us from without. * 

Why should we shrink froin that? Why should 
we despise sensuous knowledge ? • Is it not the most 
wonderful thing we know th^t we should be able 'to see 
and hear and feel ? We may understand, i.e. be abie ■ 
to account for our concepts, because they are more or 
less our own work; but our percepts pass all under-* 
standing. They are the true miracle, the truest 
revelation. But men are not satisfied with the true . 
miracles of nature and the true revelation of God; 
they must have little miracles of their own, and they 
place those sg^aoles of man far above the miracles 
of God. So m is with our knowledge. Instead of 
seeing the light of God in every ray of light, hearing 
His voice in every note of music, and feeling His 
presence in the touch of every loving hand, our wise 
philosophers turn round and say that what they want 
is what cannot be seen and cannot be heard and can¬ 
not be touched, and that until they have that, their 
knowledge is not worth having. 

Now on this point Kant, too, seems to me to be 
under the influence of the old philosophical prejudices. 
He thinks that the knowledge supplied to us by the 
senses is finite only, and that there is no sensuous 
foundation for our ideas of the Infinite or the Un¬ 
conditioned. He does not indeed surrender these 
ideas, but he triea to justify them on practical and 
moral grounds, 
justifies all other 
My chief obje 
VOL. u. 


not on th e gro und ^ _o^ w hich he 
knowledge0|[|tif^ PIRJjpiRon. ^ 
ct in my 
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show that we have a perfect xightr to make one step 
heyond Kant, namely, to .show that our. senses b^g 
IS into actual conta^ with the Infinite, and that in 
hat sensation of the Infiboite lies the living germ of 
kU religion. Of course, I do not mean" that this 
)erception gives us a knowledge of the Infinite as it 
.8 in itself. This can be said of our perception of 
>he Infinite as little as of our perception of the Finite. 
Elant shows again and again that our perception can 
never give us a knowledge of things in themselves 
[this is really a contradictio in adjecto), but that all 
our knowledge applies to the pressure or impressions 
on our senses only. 

But though we cannot know things finite, as they 
are in themselves, we know at all events that they 
are. And this is what applies to our perception of 
the Infinite also. We do not know through our 
senses what it is, but we know through our very 
senses that it is. We feel the pressure of the Infinite 
in the Finite, and unless we had that feeling, we 
should have no true and safe foundation for what¬ 
ever we may afterwards believe of the Infinite. 

Some critics of mine have urged that what I here 
call the Infinite is not the Infinite, but the Indefinite 
only. Of course it is, and it was my chief object to 
show that it is. We can kn<i^ the Infinite as the 
Indefinite only, or as the p^ially defined. We try to 
define it and to know it more and more, but we 
never finish it. The whole history of religion repre¬ 
sents in fact the continuous progress of the human 
definition of the Infinite, but however &r that defini- 
nmy advahoe, it never exhaust the Infinite, 
(pbnld we define it aU, it would cease to be the In- 
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finite, it would cease to be the Unknown, it would 
cease to be the Inconceivable or the Divine. 

But" how, I have been asked, are we able to define 
the Infinite even in this indefinite way 1 My answer 
is. Look at the history of mankind. From the very 
beginning of history to the present day man has been 
engaged in defining the Infinite. He has ascribed to 
it whatever was known to him as the best from time 
to time, and has named it accordingly. And as he 
advanced in his knowledge of what is good and best, 
he has rejected the old names and invented new ones. 
That process of naming the Infinite was the process 
of defining it, at first aflhmatively, then negatively— 
saying at least what the Infinite is not, when human 
reason discovered more and more her inability of 
saying what the Infinite is. If these names, from 
first to last, are not names of the Infinite, of what are 
they the names ? Of the Indefinite ? There is no In¬ 
definite per se, but only in relation to os. Of the 
Finite ? Certainly not, for even the lowest names of 
the lowest religion exclude the idea of the Finite. 
Then what remains? They are names of what we 
mean by the Infinite, the Unknown; and if we are 
told that this Infinite or this Unknown is mere as¬ 
sumption, let it be so, so long as it is the only 
possible assumption, Jtxe only possible name. You 
ask me (p. 50) how with this view of the Infinite I 
can say that ^the outward eye, the mere organ, ap¬ 
prehends the Infinite, because the Infimte has neither 
form nor dimension’? When I used the expression 
‘ to apprehend the Infinite,’ I surdy explain^ what 
I meant by it. Yes, I maintain—and I do so as 
going beyond Kant’s philosophy—that the eye is 

M 2 
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brought in' actaal contact with the Infinite, and that 
what we feel through the pressure on aU our senses 
is the presence of the Infinite. Our senses, if I may- 
say so, feel nothing but the Infinite, and out of that 
plenitude they apprehend the Finite. To apprehend 
the Finite is the same as to define the Infinite, whether 
in space or time or under any other conditions of 
sensuous perception. You speak of ‘the outward eye, 
the mere organ.’ Is there an outward eye and a mere 
organ ? Is not the simplest perception of a ray of light 
the most wonderful act of knowledge, which ‘ the mere 
organ ’ is as little able to explain as the whole appa¬ 
ratus of all our so-called faculties of knowledge. Yes, 
to me the first ray of light perceived is the perception 
of the Infinite, a revelation more wonderful than any 
that folloyved afterwards. We may afterwards define 
the light, we may count the vibrations that produce 
different forms or colours of light, we may analyse the 
nerves that convey the vibrations to the nerve- 
centres in the brain, and yet -with all that we want 
to-day, as much as the ancient prophets thousands of 
years ago, some Will, some Infinite Being, saying and 
willing. Let there be light t 

You say that you agree -with me so far as to think 
that sensuous perceptions suggest the Infinite (p. 53). 
I do not quarrel about wordi^\and am quite willing 
to accept that mode of expression. But if the senses 
can suggest the Infinite, why then do you -want, as 
you say, another special faculty in the soul to ap¬ 
prehend the Ihfljutel If tibe senaes can sug^st tine 
Infinite, then let what we call the understanding or 
or faith more fiiUy develq^ that sn^^ieftion: 
^e impmrtant step is the first suggestion I ^ 
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not object to a division of the faculties of the soul 
for the purpose of scientific treatment. But as the 
five senses axe only five modifications of perception, 
so, in its true essence, all the so-called faculties of the 
soul are but different modifications or degi’ees of 
cognition. Sensuous knowledge is the first know¬ 
ledge, and therefore often considered as the lowest. 
But as, without it, no knowledge whatever is possible 
to human beings, surely we are wrong in degrading 
it, and in not recognising that, as the beautiful 
flower is impossible without the ugly root, so the 
highest flights of speculations would be impossible 
without what you call ‘the mere material organ of 
the eye.’ 

Then, you ask. Why, if faith is but a development 
of that faculty of knowledge the first manifestations 
of which appear in sensuous knowledge, have not 
the animals arrived at the same development ? Why 
has no animal faith in the Infinite ? My answer is. 
Every being is not what it is, but what it can become. 
There are stages in the growth of the animal and of 
the man where both seem alike; there are stages 
where the animal seems even more perfect than the 
man. But, as a matter of fimt, the animal stops at 
a certain stage and cannot get beyond, while man 
grows on to reach his full development. When we 
see a baby and a young monkey, we have no reason 
to suppose that the one will develop into a speaking 
and thinking animal, the other not. But so it is, 
and we must simply accept the facts. It is language 
that tjoarks the une which no animal can cr<»s, 
It is language that enables man to develop his per¬ 
cepts into concepts, and his concepts into yeals. 
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The highest of these ideals is the Infinite recognised 
through the Finite, as, at first, the Finite was recog¬ 
nised through the Infinite. I have always held, and 
I stiU hold, even against the greatest of all modem 
philosophers, that the material out of which this ideal 
is constructed is, in the first instance, supplied by the 
senses, that it is not a mere postulate of reason or 
aspiration of faith, but shares with all our other 
knowledge the same firm foundation, namely the 
evidence of the senses. 

So you see my letter has grown into a long epistle, 
and if you like you may publish it in the same 
Journal in which your review of my Hibbert Lectures 
appeared. Your Mends will then see, as I hope you 
may see yourself, that though we may differ in the 
wording of our thoughts, our thoughts spring from 
the same source, and tend in their various ways to¬ 
wards the same distant goal. 

Yours very truly, 

F. Max MUlleb. 



dayAnanda saeastatI. 

( 1837 - 1883 .) 

T he Indian newspapers contain the announcement 
of the death of Day&nanda Sarasvati. Most 
English readers, even some old Indians, will ask, 
Who was Day&nanda Sarasvati?—a question that 
betrays as great a want of familiarity with the social 
and religious life of India as if among us any one 
were to ask. Who was Dr. Pusey ? Dayinanda Saras¬ 
vati was the founder and leader of the Arya-Samflj, 
one of the most influential of the modem sects in 
India. He was a curious mixture, in some respects 
not unlike Dr. Pusey. He was a scholar, to begin 
with, deeply read in the theological literature of his 
country. Up to a certain point he was a reformer, 
and was in consequence exposed to much obloquy 
and persecution during his life, so much so that it is 
hinted in the papers that his death was due to poison 
administered by his enemies. He was opposed to 
many of the abuses that had crept in, as he well 
knew, during the later periods of the religious growth 
of India, and of which, as is known now, no trace can 
be found in the ancient sacred books of the Brfthmans, 
the Yedas. He was opposed to idol worship, he re¬ 
pudiated caste, and advocated female education and 
widow marriage, &t least under certain conditions. 
In his public disputations witii the most learned 
Pandits at Benares and elsewhere, he was generally 
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supposed to have been victorious, though often the 
aid of the police had to be called in to protect him 
from the blows of his conquered foes. He took his 
stand on the Vedas. Whatever was not to be found 
in the Vedas he declared to be false or useless; what¬ 
ever was found in the Vedas was to him beyond the 
reach of controversy. Like all the ancient theologians 
of India, he looked upon the Vedas as divine revela¬ 
tion. That idea seems to have taken such complete 
possession of his mind that no argument could ever 
touch it. 

It is here where Day&nanda Sarasvatfs movement 
took a totally different direction from that of B&m- 
mohun Boy. B&mmohun Boy also and his followers 
held for a time to the revealed character of the Vedas, 
and in all their early controversies with Christian 
missionaries they maintained that there was no argu¬ 
ment in favour of the divine inspiration of the Bible 
which did not apply with the same or even greater 
force to the Vedas. As the Vedas at that time were 
almost inaccessible, it was difficult for the missionaries 
to attack such a position. But when at a later time it 
became known that the text of the Vedas, and even 
their ancient commentaries, wero being studied in 
Europe, and were at last actually printed in England, 
the friends of B&mmohun Boy, honest and fearless as 
they have always proved themselves to be, sent some 
young scholars to Benares to study the Vedas and to 
report on thdr contents. As soon as their report 
was received, Debendran&th Tago)^ the head of the 
Biihma-Sami^, saw at once venerable as the 
Vedit n%ht be <£ relics of a former age, they con- 
tafried BO much that was riiildish, erroneous, and im- 
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possible as to make tiieir descex^ from a divine source 
utterly untenable. Even he cbuld hardly be expected 
to perceive the real interest of the Vedas, and their 
perfectly unique character in the literature of the 
world, as throwing light on a period in the growth of 
religion of which we find no traces anywhere else. 

But DaySnanda, owing chiefly to his ignorance of 
English, and, in consequence, his lack of acquaintance 
with other sacred books, and his total ignorance of 
the results obtained by a comparative study of re¬ 
ligions, saw no alternative between either complete 
surrender of all reli^on or ip unwavering belief in 
every word and letter of the Vedas. To those who know 
the Vedas such a position would seem hardly compa¬ 
tible with honesty; but, to judge from Day4nanda’s 
writings, we cannot say that he was consciously dis¬ 
honest, The fvindamentel idea of his religion was reve¬ 
lation. That revelation had come to him in the Vedas. 
He knew the Vedas by heart; his whole mind was 
saturated with them. He published bulky commenta¬ 
ries on, two of them, the Rig-Veda and Ya^ur-Veda. 
One might almost say that he was possessed by the 
Vedas. He considered the Vedas not only as divinely 
inspired, or rather expired, but as prehistoric or pre¬ 
human. TTi<^i«.Ti casuists do not understand how Chris¬ 
tian divines can be satisfied with maintaining the 
divine origin of their revelation, because they hold that, 
though a revelation may be divine in its origin, it is 
liable to every kind of accident if the recipient is 
merely human. To obviate this difficulty, they admit 
a number of intermediate beings, neither quite divine 
nor quite human, through whom tbe truHi, as breathed 
forth, firom God, was s^ely handed'down to human 
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beings. If any historical or geographical names occur 
in the Vedas, they are aE explained away, because, if 
taken in their natural sense, they would impart to 
the Vedas an historical or temporal taint. In fact, 
the very character which we in Europe moat ap¬ 
preciate, in the Vedas—namely, the historical—^would 
be scouted by the orthodox theologians of India, most 
of all by Day&nanda Sarasvati. In his commentary 
on the Rig-Veda, written in Sanskiit, he has often 
been very hard on me and my own interpretation of 
Vedic hymns, though I am told that he never travelled 
without my edition of the Rig-Veda. He could not 
understand why I should care for the Veda at all, 
if I did not consider it as divinely revealed. While 
I valued most whatever indicated human sentiment 
in the Vedic hymns, whatever gave evidence of his¬ 
torical growth, or reflected geographical suiround- 
ings, he was bent on hearing in it nothing but the 
voice of Brahman. To him not only was everything 
contained in the Vedas perfect truth, but he went 
a step further, and by the most incredible interpreta¬ 
tions succeeded in persuading himself and others that 
everything worth knowing, even the most recent inven¬ 
tions of modem science, were alluded to in the Vedas. 
Steam-engines, railways, and steam-boats, all were 
shown to have been known, at least in their germs, to 
the poets of the Vedas, for Veda, he argued, means 
Divine Knowledge, and how could anything have been 
hid from that) Such views may seem strange to us, 
though, after aU, it is not so very long ago that an 
historical and critical interpretation of the Bible 
should have roused the same opposition in England as 
iny own free and independent interpretation of the 
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Big-Teda has roused in the breast of Dayd^nanda 
Sarasvati. 

There is a curious autobiographical sketch of his 
life, which was published some time ago in an Indian 
journaL Some doubts, however, have been thrown 
on the correctness of the English rendering of that 
paper, and we may hope that Day4nanda’s pupil, 
Pandit Shy4maji EWshnavarmfi,, now a B.A. of BalHol 
College, will soon give us a more perfect account of 
that remarkable man. 

In the mean time an abstract of what Day4nanda 
has told ns himself of his life ^ may be interesting, as 
introducing us into an intellectual and religious at¬ 
mosphere of which even those who live in India and 
are in frequent contact with the Hindus know very 
little. 

Dayftnanda writes: ‘I was bom in a family of 
Udlchya (Northern) Brahmans, in a town belonging 
to the B4jah of Morvi, in the province of K4thi4w4r. 
If I refrain from naming my parents, it is because my 
duty forbids me. If my relations knew of me, they 
would call me back, and then, once more face to face 
with them, I should have to remain with them, attend 
to their wants, and touch money. Thus the holy 
work of the reform to which I have dedicated my life 
would be jeopardised. 

‘ I was ha^ly five years of age when I began to 
study the Devan4gari alphabet. According to the 
custom of my family and , caste, I was made to leam 
by rote s large number of mantras or hymns with 

‘ I>«yfciiaxi& SarMVktl’a •iitobiogTa{diy. tnoaUted firom Hindi into 
and pnUidted in the. 'IBeaeoj^ilat’ 1 hare to thank the 
"diter vt tbmt Joamal tor her kindnew in tending it to me. 
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commentaries. I was but eight when I was invested 
with the sacred Brfthmanic thread, and taught the 
G4yaiai hymn, the SandhyA (morning and evening) 
ceremony, and the yayur-veda-Ban?hit&, begiiming 
with the B.udrd,dhy4ya As my father belonged to 
the Siva-sect, I was early taught to worship the un¬ 
couth piece of day representing Siva, known as the 
Fll>rthiva lihga. My mother, fearing for my health, 
opposed my observing the daily fasts enjoined on the 
worshippers of -Siva, and as my father sternly insisted 
on them, frequent quarrels arose between my parents. 
Meanwhile I studied Sanskrit grammar, learnt the 
Vedas by heart, and accompanied my father in his 
visits to the shrines and temples of /Siva. My father 
looked upon the worship of /Siva as the most divine of 
all religions. Before I was fourteen I had learnt by 
heart the whole of the Ya^ur-veda-sa/nhit&, parts of 
the other Vedas, and of the/Sabdarhp&vali (an elemen¬ 
tary Sanskrit grammar), so that my education was 
considered as finished. 

* My father being a banker and Jam&d&r (Town re¬ 
venue collector and magistrate) we lived comfortably. 
My diflBloulties began when my father insisted on ini¬ 
tiating me in the worship of the P&rthiva Lihga. As 
a preparation for this solemn act I was made to fast, 
and 1 had then to follow my father for a night’s vigil 
in the temple of /Siva. The vigil is divided into four 
parts or praharas, consisting of three hours each. 
When I had watched six hours I observed about mid¬ 
night that the P^ftris, the temple-servants, and some 
of the devotees, after ^ving left the inner temple, had 
fsUen asleep. BLnowing that this would destroy all 

^ SMCatAtosW Ood. Mmmw. SMiacatit. BibL BodL voL i. p. 
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the good effects of the service, I kept awake myself, 
when I observed that even my father had fallen asleep. 
While I was thus left alone I began to meditate. Is 
it possible, I asked myself, thibt this idol I see be¬ 
striding his bull before me, and who, according to all ac¬ 
counts, walks about, eats, sleeps, drinks, holds a trident 
in his hand, beats the drum, and can pronounce curses 
on men, can be the great Deity, the Mah&deva, the 
Supreme Being 1 Unable to resist such thoughts any 
longer I roused my father, asking him to tell me 
whether this hideous idol was the great god of the scrip¬ 
tures. “ Why do you ask V* said my father. “ Because,” 
I answered, “ I feel it impossible to reconcile the idea 
of an ononipotent living God with this idol, which 
allows the mice to run over his body and thus suffers 
himself to bo polluted without the slightest protest.” 
Then my father tried to explain to me that this 
stone image of the MahAdeva, having been consecrated 
by the holy BrAhmans, became, in consequence, the 
god himself, adding that as jS^va cannot be perceived 
personally in this Kali-yuga, we have the idol in which 
the MahAdeva is imagined by his votaries. I was not 
satisfied in my mind, but feeling faint with hunger 
and fatigue, I begged to be allowed to go home. 
Though warned by my father not to break my fast, I 
could not help eating the food which my mother gave 
me, and then fell asleep. 

‘ When my father returned he tried to impress me 
with the enormity of the sin 1 had committed in 
breaking my fast.. But my faith in the idol was ^ne, 
and all I could do was to try to conceal my lack of 
faith, and devote all my time to study. I studied at 
that time ^e Nighanm and Nirukta (Vedio glossaries), 
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the PfkiTamimft.»nsS, (Vedio philosophy), and the Karma- 
k&nda or the Yedic ritual. 

“ ‘ There were besides me in our family two younger 
sisters and two brothers, the youngest of them being 
bom when I was sixteen. On one memorable night 
one of my sisters, a girl of fourteen, died quite sud¬ 
denly. It was my first bereavement, and the shock 
to my heart was very great. While Mends and rela¬ 
tions were sobbing and lamenting around me, I stood 
like one petrified, and plunged in a profound dream. 
“ Not one of the beings that ever lived in this world 
could escape the cold hand of death,” I thought; “ I 
too may be snatched away at any time, and die. 
Whither then shall I turn to alleviate this human 
misery? Where shall I find the assurance of, and 
means of attaining Moksha, the final bliss?” It was 
then and there that I came to the determination that 
I would find it, cost whatever it might, and thus save 
myself ftom the untold miseries of the dying moments 
of an unbeliever. I now broke for ever with the 
mummeries of fasting and penance, but I kept my 
innermost thoughts a secret from everybody. Soon 
after, an uncle, a very learned man, who had shown 
me great kindness, ^ed also, his death leaving me 
with a still profounder conviction that there was no¬ 
thing stable, nothing worth living for in this world. 

‘ At this time my parents wished to betroth me. The 
idea of married life had always been repulsive to me, 
i^d with great difficulty 1 persuaded my father to 
postpone my betrothal till the md of the year. 
Though I wished to go to Benares to carry on my 
study of'Sanskrit, I was not aUowed to do so, but was 
sent to an old j^est, a learned Pandit, who resided 
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about six miles from our town. There I remained for 
some time, till I was summoned home to find everything 
ready for my marriage. I was then twenty-one, and 
as I saw no other escape, I resolved to place an eternal 
bar between myself and marriage. 

‘ Soon after I secretly left my home, and succeeded 
in escaping from a party of horsemen whom my father 
had sent after me. While travelling on foot, I was 
robbed by a party of begging BrSJimans of all I pos¬ 
sessed, being told by them that the more I gave away 
in charities, the more my self-denial would benefit me 
in the next life. After some time I arrived at the 
town of Sayla, where I knew of a learned scholar 
named lAlA Bhagat, and with another BrahmalArin, 

I determined to join his order. 

‘ On my initiation I received the name of 5'uddha 
iTaitanya (pure thought), and had to wear a reddish-yel¬ 
low garment. In this new attire I went to the small 
principality of Kouthagangad, near Ahmadabad, where 
to my misfortune I met with a Bairflgi (Vair&gin, 
hermit), well acquainted -with my family. Having found 
out that I was on my way to a Mella (religious fair) held 
at Sidhpur, he informed my father; and wl^e I was 
staying in the temple of Mahd,deva at HtlakaiitAa wdth 
Dar&di SvAmi and other students, 1 was suddenly 
confronted by my father. In spite of all my entreaties 
he handed me over as a prisoner to some Sepoys whom 
he had brought with him on purpose. However, I 
succeeded in escaping once more, and making my way 
back to Ahmadab^ I proceeded to Baroda. There I 
settled for some time, and at Chetan Math (a temple) 
held several discourses with Brahm&nanda and a num- . 
her of BrahmailArins and Sanny&sins, on the VedAuta 
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philosophy. From Brahmdjianda 1 learnt clearly that 
1 am Brahman, the fftva. (soul) and Brahman being one. 

* I tiien repaired to Benares and made the itcquaint- 
anoe of some of the best scholars there, particularly 
that of Sai;HdAnanda Paramahamsa. On his advice 
I afterwards proceeded to Ch4noda Kany&li on the 
banks of the Narbada (Narmadd.), and met there for the 
first time with real Dikshitas, initiated in the Yoga^ 
philosophy. I was placed under the tuition of Para- 
m&nanda Paramahamsa, studying such books as the 
Ved&nta-s&ra, Vedknta-paribh&shd. &c. then felt 
anxious to be initiated in the order of the Dikshitas 
and to become a Sanny&sin, and though I was very 
young, I -^as with some difficulty consecrated, and 
received the staff of the Sanny4sin. My name was 
then changed into Day4nanda Sarasvati. 

‘ After some time I left Ch&noda and proceeded to 
Vyfisksrama to study Yoga, ascetic philosophy, under 
Yog&nanda. I then spent some more time in prac¬ 
tising Yoga, but in order to acquire the highest jwr- 
fection in Yoga I had to return to the neighbourhood 
of Ahmadabad, where two Yogins imparted to me 1 h.e 
final secrets of Yoga-vidyk. I then travelled to the 
mountain of Abu in B&jput&n, to acquire some new 
modes of Yoga, and in 1855 joined a great meeting at 
Hardwkr*, where many sages and philosophers meet 
for the study and practice of Yoga‘. 

' Thea* are not Toga books, but vary elementary treatisee on Vedftnta 
I^nosophy. 

* Bessy twslftli year, when tbe plMiet Jnjdtw ia in A<|aariaB, a great 
feast takes place at Hardwftr, o^ed Kombha-meUL About 300,000 
peoide axe aidd to Intend the feetieal. See Hunter, * Imperial Gsuteteer,* 
a.T. Hardwilr. 

* lads praoUea of Toga is daaexibad in the Tot^k^dtras. Muoh of it 
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'At Tidee, where I spent sonjie time, I was horrified 
at meeting with meat-eating Brfihmans, still more 
at reading some of their sacred books, the Tantras, 
which sanction every kind of immorality. 

‘ I then proceeded to «Sirinagar, and taking up my 
abode at a temple on KedAr OhAt^, I made the ac¬ 
quaintance of an excellent SAdhu, called OangAgiri, 
with whom I studied and discussed philosophical 
books. After two months I, in company with other 
ascetics, travelled further to Budra PrayAga, till we 
reached tiie shrine of Agaatya Muni. Still further 
north is iSivapura, where I spent four months of the 
cold season, returning afterwards alone to KedAr 
QhAt, and to Qupta EA«i (hidden Benares) 

After this follows a description of various journeys 
to the north, where in the recesses of the ffimAlaya 
mountains DayAnanda hoped to find the sages who 
are called MahAtmas, and are supposed to be in pos¬ 
session of the highest wisdom. These journeys are 
described very graphically, but their details have 
been called in question, and may therefore be passed 
over. That there are hermits living in the HimAlaya 
forests, that some of them are extremely learned, and 
that others are able to perform extraordinary acts 
of austerity, is well known. But equally well known 
are the l^ks which they study, and the acts of Yoga 
which ^ey perform, and there is really no kind of 
mystery about them. They themselvoi would be the 
last to claim any mysterious knowledge beyond what 

coixiito la abstarnkmaBoa and ingnlation and anapmialati of fareatb. 
Fnnn thin ariwa IsaaqAllitgr vi anpamatonl kaondat^a asd 

diffigraat atataaof aoalasr wdled SamSdhi. 

' Waa not tliia maaat for Kedarnlthl 

* A a na t a d ayo* vhwa <ha aid town afKSat ia anp p o a a d to Ua boriad. 

YOU H. N 
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the jS&stras supply. Nor are such Mahd.tmas to be 
found in the Himalayan recesses only. India is full 
of men ^ho seek retirement, dwell in a small cell or 
cave, sleep on the skin of a tiger or stag, abstain from 
flesh, fish, and wine, never touch salt, and live en¬ 
tirely on fruits and roots 

It is a pity that the rest of Day&nanda’s auto¬ 
biography has never been published. It breaks off 
with his various travels, and is full of accounts of his 
intense sufferings and strange adventures. He seems 
in the end to have lived on rice and milk, finally on 
milk only, but he indulged for a time in the use of 
bhang, hemp, which put him into a state of I'everie 
from which he found it difficult to rouse himself. 
Here and there we catch a curious glimpse of the re¬ 
ligious feelings of the people. ‘ One day,’ he writes, 

‘ when recovering from such a day-dream, I took 
shelter on the verandah opposite the chief entrance to 
the temple, where stood the huge statue of the Bull- 
god, Nandi. Placing my clothes and books on its 
back I sat and meditated, when suddenly, happening 
to throw a look inside the statue, which was empty, 
I saw a man concealed inside. I extended my hand 
towards him, and must have terrified him, as, jump¬ 
ing out of his hiding-place, he took to his heels in the 
direction of the village. Then I crept into the statue 
in my turn and slept there for the rest of the night. 
In the morning an old woman came and worshipped 
the Bull-god with myself inside. Later on she re¬ 
turned with offerings of Qur (molasses) and a pot of 
Hahi (curd milk), which, making obeisance to me, whom 
she evidently mistook for the god himself^ she offered 
* 8«e N. O. in th« Theow^bist, Fab. iSSa, p. 133. 
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and desired me to accept and eat. I did not disabuse 
her, but, being hungry, ate it all. The curd being 
very sour proved a good antidote for the bhang, and 
dispelled all signs of intoxication, which relieved me 
very much. I then continued my journey towards the 
hills and that place where the Narmadd. takes its rise.’ 

We should like very much to have a trustworthy 
account of Day&nanda’s studies from 1856, when we 
leave him in his autobiography, to 1880, when we 
find him again at Mirut (Theosophist, Dec. 1880). In 
1881 we read of his public disputations in every part 
of India (Theosophist, March i8it). At a large con¬ 
vocation at Calcutta, about 300 Pandits from Gauifa, 
Navadipa, and K&«i discussed the orthodoxy of his 
opinions. Day 4 nanda Sarasvati had somewhat modi¬ 
fied his opinions as to the divine character of the 
Veda. He now held that, of the whole Vedic litera¬ 
ture, the Mantras or hymns only should be considered 
as divinely inspired. The Brfihmawas seemed to him 
to contain too many things which were clearly of 
human origin, and in order to be consistent he admitted 
of the Upanisbads also those only as of superhuman 
origin which formed part of the Samhit&s. 

Such opinions and others of a similar character were 
considered dangerous, and at the meeting in question 
the following resolutions were carried against him:— 

(1) That the fir&hmanas are as valid and authorita¬ 
tive as the Mantras, and that the other Smrttis or 
law-books are as valid and authoritative as Manu. 

(2) That the worship of Vishnu, jSiva, Duigft, and 
other Hindu deitira, the performance of the jft^dha 
ceremonies after a death, and bathing in the Ganges, 
are sanctioned by the /S&stras. 

N 3 
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(3) That in the first hymn of the Rig-Veda, ad¬ 
dressed to Agni, the primary meaning of Agni is fire, 
and its secondary meaning is God. 

(4) That sacrifices are performed to secare salva¬ 
tion. 

But although the decisions were adverse to Day&- 
nanda, the writer of the report adds: ‘ The mass of 
young Hindus are not Sanskrit scholars, and it is no 
wonder that they should be won over by hundreds 
to Day 4 nanda’s views, enforced as they are by an 
oratorical power of the highest order and a determined 
will-force that breaks down all opposition.’ 

In his later years he was not only a teacher and 
lecturer, but devoted his time to the publication of 
Sanskrit texts also. He published the hymns of the 
Rig-Veda and Yaj/ur-Veda, with a commentary of his 
own, the strange character of which has been touched 
upon before. He also published controversial papers, 
all showing the same curious mixture of orthodoxy 
and free-thought. He believed to the end in the in¬ 
spiration of the Veda, though not of the whole of the 
Veda, but of certain portions only. These portions 
he thought he was competent to select himself, but by 
what authority, he could not tell. 

He died at the age of fifty-nine, at Ajmere, at 6 p.m. 
on Tuesday, the 30th of October last. There was a 
large funeral procession, the followers of Day&nanda 
chanting hymns from the Vedas. The b^y was 
burned on a large pile. Two maunds of sandal-wood, 
eight maunds of common fuel, fopr maunds of ghee 
(daiifled butter), and two and a half seers of camphor 
were used for the cremation. 

Whether Day&nanda’s sect will last is difficult to say. 
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The life-blood of wbat there is of national religion 
in India still flows from the Yeda. As in ancient 
times every new sect, every new system of philosophy 
was tested by the simple question, Do you believe in 
the superhuman (apaurusheya) origin of the Veda? 
so all the modem religious and philosophical move¬ 
ments, if they profess to be orthodox, are weighed 
in the same balance. The Br&hma-Sam&j, after its 
sairender of the Veda, became ipso facto heterodox. 
The Arya-SamAj, though looked upon with suspicion, 
remains orthodox, at least so long as it upholds with 
Day 4 nanda Saras vati the divine ^ai'acter of the Veda. 

Those who are ignorant of what is going on beneath 
the mere surface, have often declared that the Vedas 
have ceased to be the Sacred Books of India, that 
they have been supplanted by Fur&nas and Tantras, 
and that they are hardly understood now by any 
native scholar. The last assertion may be true in 
a certain sense, but for all the rest, those who know 
anything of the real issues of religion in India know, 
or ought to know, that they depend to-day, as three 
thousand years ago, on the Veda. 

The leader of the orthodox Arya-Sam&j, Day&nanda 
Sarasvati, the determined champion of the literal in¬ 
spiration of the Veda, was hardly dead before his fol¬ 
lowers flocked together from all parts of India to carry 
on their Vedic Propaganda ^ A meeting was held 
on November 8 with a view of establishing an Anglo- 
Vedio College. Between seven and eight thousand 
rupees, or, according to another statement, 38,282 
rupees, were subscribed by those present. An ad- 
luirer of Day&nanda, living at Amritsir, promised ten 

> See ‘New IHepeneatioii,’ Nor. 3 $, 1 S 83 . 
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thousand rupees, and the Ferozepore Arya-Sam 4 j col¬ 
lected t-wo thousand rupees. This Vedic College has for 
its object the revival of the knowledge of the ancient 
scriptures of the Hindus, and is to work by the side 
of, and in friendly accord with, Syed Ahmed Elhan’s 
Mohammedan College at Aligarh, and the numerous 
Christian Missionary Societies now established in 
India. The edition of the Ya^r-veda-sarahitA, text, 
commentary, and translation, is to be continued from 
the manuscript left by Day&nanda. Of the Rig-veda- 
samhitS, the manuscript, as prepared by him, extends 
to the seventh Ma»<faia only. 

India is in a process of religious fermentation, and 
new cells are constantly thrown out, while old ones 
burst and disappear. For a time this kind of liberal 
orthodoxy started by Day 4 nanda may last; but the 
mere contact with Western thought, and more par¬ 
ticularly with Western scholarship, will most likely 
extinguish it. It is different with the Br&hma-Sam&j, 
under Debendran&th Tagore and Keshub Chunder 
Sen. They do not fear the West; on the contrary, 
they welcome it; and though that movement, too, 
may change its name and character, there is every 
prospect that it will in the end lead to a complete 
regeneration in the religious life of India. 

PosTSCBlFT, January 1894. From what has coma to light after 
DayAnanda Sturaavatt’s deaw, 1 am afraid that he was not so simple- 
minded and stnughtforward in his work as a reformer as I imspned. 
The very facts M his antobiographioaX sketch have been questioned, 
though in the main they may have been correct. At all events the 
spirit wUch manifests itself among his followers who are numerous, is 
not the tolerant and enlightened spirit that found expression in the 
teacMng of ^mmohun Boy, and Keshub CSiunder &n. and their 
attempt to make the old bones of the Vedio religion live again cannot 
meet with the approval of the true religions reformoa of India. It is 
not unlikely that his intercourse with Mad. Blavatsky, which ended in 
a rupture, gave him a wrong idea ot Clirisiianity and nmde him a 
determined opponent of that religion. 
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(Bora 1849.) 

M r. Bunyiu Nanjio, a young Buddhist priest from 
Japan, on whom the University of Oxford has 
just conferred the degree of M.A. honoris causa, has 
been residing at Oxford since February 1879. He had 
distinguished himself as a student in his monastery 
at Kioto by his knowledge of Chinese, which he 
speaks and writes like his native language. Some 
of his poems in Chinese are highly spoken of. He 
was selected therefore with one of his fellow-students, 
Kenjiu Kasawara, to proceed to England in order to 
learn English, and afterwards to devote himself to 
the study of Sanskrit. Both were priests, belonging 
to the Shin-shiu, a sect claiming more than ten 
millions of the thii’ty-two millions of Buddhists in¬ 
habiting Japan. It is the most liberal sect of 
Buddhism. It traces its origin back to a Chinese 
priest, Hwui-yuen, who, in a.d. 381 , founded a new 
monastery in China, in which the Buddha Amit&bha 
(Infinite Light) and his two great apostles, Avalokite- 
»vara and MahAsthttmapiApta, were worshipped. This 
new school was then called the ‘ White Lotus School,’ 
and has since spread far and wide. Some of the 
friars belonging to it were sent to India to collect 
Sanskrit MSS., and several of these, containing sacred 
texts of Bud^ism, particularly descriptions of Su- 
kh&vat!, or the Land of Bliss, in which the believers 
' 8m the Time$, Match, 1884. 
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4 ii the Buddha Amit^bha hope to be bom again, were 
translated from Sanskrit into Chinese. They form 
to the present day the sacred books of the White 
Lotus sect in Chind, Tibet, and Japan. 

The fundamental doctrines of that sect may be 
traced back to the famous Patriarch Ndgdr^una, who 
is supposed to have liYed about the beginning of 
the Christian era. The Shin-shiu differ from other 
Buddhist sects by preaching a simple faith in the 
Buddha of Infinite Light as the shortest and safest 
road to salvation. ‘There are innumerable gates,’ 
N&g&r^una says, ‘of the Law of Buddha, just as there 
are many paths in the world, either difficult or easy. 
To travel by land on foot is painful, but to cross the 
water by ship is pleasant. It is the same with the 
paths of the disciples. Some practise diligently re¬ 
ligious austerities with pain and suffering, others are 
able to attain tlm state of “Never returning again,” 
by easy practice, by faith in Buddha Amitdbha.’ 

After this doctrine of the White Lotus school had 
reached Japan in the seventh century, it branched off 
into different sects. The Shin-shiu, to which Mr. Bunyiu 
Nanjio belongs, dates from a. d. 1174. It was founded by 
Qen-ku (Honen), and became powerful and influential 
under ^is famous successor, Shin-ran (died 1262 a.i>.), 
who gave to it the name of Shin-shiu or ‘ True Sect.’ 

The Sacred Books of the Buddhists in Japan are 
all, or nearly all, Chinese translations of Sanskrit 
originals. Many of these translations, however, are 
known to be very imperfect, either because the 
Chinese translators znisapprehendM the peculiar 
Sanskrit of the orij^als, or because the Indian trans¬ 
lators were not able to express themselves correctly 



BUNYIU NAKJB). 


185 


in Chinese. ■* Hence the same texts had often to be 
translated again and again, and of one of the principal 
sacred texts used in Japan, the Sukh&vati-vyhha, 
‘the Description of the Land of Bliss,’ there are .no 
less than twelve Chinese translations. These trans¬ 
lations differ from each other, each succeeding one 
claiming to be more correct than its predecessors. 

In former days Japan possessed some Sanskrit 
scholars who, whenever a theological difficulty arose, 
could consult the original Sanskrit texts. But of 
late the study of Sanskrit has become completely 
extinct in that country as well as in China, and it 
was in order to revive it in their island that these 
young priests, Bunyiu Nanjio and Kenjiu Kasawara, 
were sent to Europe. After spending some years in 
London learning English, they came to me at Oxford 
with letters from the Japanese Minister and the late 
Dean of Westminster, and explained tu me their wish 
to learn Sanskrit, and more particularly that peculiar 
Sanskrit and its various dialects in which the works 
forming the Buddhist Canon are composed. I promised 
to help them as much as I could, and advised them, 
first of all, to learn the ordinary Sanskrit in which such 
books as the Hitopade«a and < 9 akuntal 4 are written. 
This they did with the help of a very able young San¬ 
skrit scholar, Mr. A. Macdonell of Corpus Christ! College. 
After they had acquired a sufficient knowledge of the 
grammar, they came to me during the last four years, 
two or three times every week, reading the more 
difficult Sanskrit authors, and particularly Buddhist 
texts, most of which exist as yet in MSS. only, and 
are written in various dialects as spoken in India at 
the time of the rise and iqureading of Buddhismu 
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These MSS. were brought to England by Mr. B. H. 
Hodgson, a marvellous man, whose name is known in 
every country of Europe as one of the greatest dis¬ 
coverers and benefactors in Oriental scholarship, and 
not in Oriental. scholarship only, but in zoology, 
botany, and ethnology likewise, but is almost un- 
k&owu in England, and not to be found even in the 
l^st edition of * Men of the Time.’ He may, however, 
console himself in his happy old age (his article on 
the languages of Nepal was published in i8a8) with 
the conviction that he is one of the few Oriental 
scholars who are not Men of the Time only. 

Unfortunately the number and bulk of the Sanskrit 
MSS., constituting the Sacred Canon of the Buddhists, 
is enormous. Bumouf in his great work, which he 
modestly called an Introduction to the History of 
Buddhism, had made ample use of Mr. Hodgson’s 
MSS., and my two pupils set to work determinately 
to copy what seemed most valuable in the libraries 
at Oxford, Cambridge, London, and Paris. Though 
these Sanskrit originals exist as yet, with few ex¬ 
ceptions, in MS. only, the Chinese translations of the 
enormous Canon of the Sacred Books of the Buddhists 
have been published several times both in China and 
Japan, though it is doubtful whether any single 
scholar during a lifetime could ever read the whole 
of them. In some of the Buddhist temples the 
volumes forming the Sacred Canon stand arranged 
Oman enormous revolving book-case, like those which 
have lately been introduced from America into this 
country, and by giving it a push and making it 
revolve a man who enters the temple is supposed to 
acquire the merit of having pemsed the whole Canon. 
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Mr. Bunyiu Nanjio, among other useful works which 
he did during his stay at Oxford, compiled a complete 
catalogue of the gigantic Canon, called the Tripi^aka 
or the Three Baskets. It contains 1662 separate 
works, some small, some immense.. In each case the 
original Sanskrit title has been restored, the date of 
the translations, and indirectly the minimum dates 
of the originals also, have been fixed. This has led to 
a discovery which, as I tried to show in my Lectures, 
India, what can it teach ua ? has revolutionised nearly 
the whole of the history of Sanskrit literature. We 
know now that between the Vedic and the later Renais¬ 
sance literature there lies a period of Buddhist litera¬ 
ture, both sacred and profane, extending from about 
the first century before to the fifth century after 
Christ. Whoever wishes to study the growth of the 
Sanskrit language historically, must in future begin 
with the Veda, then work his way through the Tripi- 
faka, and finish with Manu, /Sakuntelfl, and other works 
of the Renaissance period. 

The Catalogue prepared by Mr. Bunyiu Nanjio at 
the request of the Secretary of State for India, and 
printed at the Oxford University Press, is a work of 
permanent utility, a magnum opua, and has been wel¬ 
comed in every country where Sanskrit is studied. 

Besides this work, which took a great deal of time, 
Mr. Bunyiu Nanjio and his Mend Kenjiu Kasawara 
have prepared several Sanskrit texts for publication 
which we may hope will in time appear at Kioto in 
Japan. Unfortunately, Mr. Kenjiu Kasawara, who 
returned to Japan last year, died there soon after his 
&rrivaL Mr. Bunyiu Nanjio, who has been suddenly 
summoned to return to his monastery at Bdoto, hopes 
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to establish a Sanskrit Printing Press, unless the 
Chinese system of wood-engraving should prove more 
advantageous even for publishing large Sanskrit 
texts. Some of the shorter and more popular sacred 
texts have been published already by Mr. Bunyiu 
Nanjio and myself in the Anecdota Oxoniensia, such 
as the Vayra^X’Aedik 4 , the Diamond-Cutter, the Su- 
kh 4 vati-vyhha, the Description of the Land of Bliss. 
There is every reason to expect that his return to his na¬ 
tive country will lead to a revival of Sanskrit scholarship, 
perhaps to a ‘ Revised Version,’ and certainly to a more 
critical and truly historical study of Buddhism in the 
numerous monasteries, colleges, and temples of Japan. 

Mr. Bunyiu Nanjio has gained the respect and 
friendship of all who knew him in England, and, if 
his life be spared, he may still exercise a most bene¬ 
ficial influence at home. He is a sincere Buddhist, and, 
as such, a sincere admirer of true Christianity. I shall 
miss him very much. But instead of singing the praises 
of my own pupil and friend, I prefer to give a few 
extracts from a letter written by a missionary who had 
made the acquaintance of these two Japanese students 
at Oxford, and who wrote to me from Formosa to 
express his grief on reading the obituary notice of 
Easawara which I had sent to the Times. 

‘My intercourse with Kasawara,’ he writes, ‘did 
not extend beyond half a year, but even in so short a 
time his pure character and gentle disposition drew 
me to him with an affection which 1 could hardly 
deem possible between men whom experience and 
faith differed so widely. 

*1 found him and his friend, Bunyiu Nanjio, ex¬ 
tremely sensitive to everything that had the shadow of 
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immorality on it. They were not blind to some things 
of this kind among a class of students at Oxford, and 
their hatred to everything of the kind was very keen. ■ 

‘We often conversed on religious matters, but they 
evidently disliked controversy, and would rather admit 
Christ to an equal place with Buddha than quarrel 
with a Christian friend. I remember that one day 
I said to them, when dining with me in my room in 
Oxford, “Is it not strange to see us three together 
here—you two about to go forth as missionaries of 
Buddhism, and I as a missionary of Christianity 1 ” 
I remember well how Kasawara smiled and said, 
“Yes, but the two religions have much in common— 
they are very similar.” They were evidently grieved 
that I could not look so complacently on the differ¬ 
ence between us. 

‘When taking leave of them, I well remember 
their little presents, their kind wishes for a good 
journey to China, and for success in what they always 
called “ my holy work.” ’ 

I have little doubt that we shall hear more 
of Mr. Bunyiu Nanjio after his return to Japan, and 
that he will reflect honour not only on his native 
country and his own monastery, but also on the Uni¬ 
versity that has so generously adopted him among 
its honorary members. 

I asked my Mend Bunyiu Nanjio before he left 
England to write down the principal events of his 
life, and as 1 believe that what he has written for 
me will be interesting to others also, allowing them 
an insight into the workings of a singularly good and 
amiable mind, I subjoin them here, with but few 
alterations and omissions. 
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A SHORT ACCOUNT OF THE LIFE OF 
BUNYIU NANJIO, BY HIMSELF. 

( 1849 - 1884 .) 

I was born on the lath day of the 5th Lunar 
month of the and year of the Kayei period, 1849 a.d., 
in a town called 6gaki, in the province of Mino, 
Japan. My father was a priest of the Shinshiu, who 
died in Kioto on the 19th October, 1883. He had 
four sons and a daughter; I was the third of his sons. 
My great-grandfather, Tani Monj un by name, my grand¬ 
father Gijun, and my father Yeijun were in succession 
the possessors of a small temple, called Sei-un-si. 
This temple now belongs to my eldest brother Ri6jun, 
who will be succeeded by his eldest son, Eadjun. 
In our sect, the Shinshiu, the priesthood is here¬ 
ditary, and each priestly family possesses a temple, 
which generally belongs to the eldest son. The 
younger sons are often adopted by other priestly 
families which have no sons. The same custom 
prevails widely among the laity also. My elder 
brother, myself, and my younger brother were all 
adopted by three different priestly families. 

My mother is the eldest daughter of a priest of the 
Shinshiu sect. My father was a good Chinese scholar 
and poet, and so is my eldest brother. My know¬ 
ledge of Chinese I owe almost entirely to their kind 
instruction at home from my first childhood to my 
fifteenth year. After that I read many Chinese books 
by myself, and also began to lecture on the Chinese 
classics and historical works, as £ur as I could under¬ 
stand them. 
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The following dates of some events in my life are 
present to my memory:— 

In my sixtiii year, 1854, I could recite the ‘Thirty 
Verses’ composed by Shinran, the founder of the 
Shinshiu sect (who died in ia6a a.d.), and likewise 
KumS,rayiva’s Chinese translation of the Smaller 
SukhS.vativy6ha. These are the first books which 
the boys of the Shinshiu priests have to learn to read 
and recite. 

In my seventh year, 1855, I could read two more 
Chinese versions of the longer Sfitras, one of them 
being that of the Larger Sukh&vativyfiha. In the 
same year I began to go to the private school which 
belonged to a learned Chinese scholar named Hishida 
Seiji. He was called by the people at large ‘Sen¬ 
sei ’ (lit. ‘ before-born ’ or ‘ elder ’), i. e. Master, without 
mentioning even his family name. I read with him 
the Chinese classics, the Four Books beginning with 
the Dai-gaku, or the ‘ Great Learning.’ 

In my eighth and ninth years, 1856-57 ,1 finished 
the reading of the Four Books of the Chinese classics, 
i.e. I had learnt how to pronounce all the Chinese 
characters in those books according to the Japanese 
way. I did not understand the meaning of the books 
yet. In these years I received two prizes for my 
reading of Chinese in the school. 

In my tenth, eleventh and twelfth years, 1858-60, 
I finished the reading of the Five E^gs of the 
Chinese classics, which I learnt mostly at home. 1 
began to compose Chinese poems, and attend to the 
lectures of my father and eldest brother on the 
Chinese classics, on history and literature. 

La my thirteenth year, 1861, my father opened a 
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private school, in which I was an assistant, for teach¬ 
ing younger boys to read Chinese. 

In my fourteenth and fifteenth years, 1862-63, I 
began to lecture on the history of China and Japan, 
as contained in Chinese writings. 

In my sixteenth year, 1864,1 was ordered to preach 
sermons, or rather to recite son^e old sermons from 
memory. This was the first step in my becoming a 
preacher. 

In my seventeenth year, 1865, I accompanied a 
good preacher to several places and had to preach 
sermons before he did. This was very useful, as I 
could both preach myself and listen to the other 
preacher every day. 

In my eighteenth and nineteenth years, 1866-67, 
there began a great change in the social condition of 
Japan, as the Military Government of the Tokugawa 
family had no longer the power to control the whole 
country as it had done since, the beginning of the 
seventeenth century. As my'native town, Ogaki, was 
then the seat of a Daimio or feudal lord, the priests 
of the Shinshiu sect under his dominion were ordered 
to form a priestly army. I was at once selected to 
become a priestly soldier, and after a short time I 
was made an assistant of the teachers of the* army. 
I had to teach the recruits how to stand and how to 
run, how to form square or line, and how to discharge 
their guns. This lasted about fifteen months. The 
priestly army was disbanded towards the end of 
1867, at the very outbreak of the Great Bevolution, 
which was accomplished in 1868. I narrowly escaped 
being sent to fight at the battle at Kioto, but was 
soon released. One ben^t I derived firom my military 
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car^r waa that I became a -very good walker and 
a strong mam &ee from all illness. 

Thus ended the first period of my life. ' 

In my twentieth year, 1868, I went to Kioto and 
entered the Theological College of the Eastern Hong- 
wanzL There I took the first or lower degree .in 
the summer term. I chiefly studied the principles 
of different schools of Buddhism. 

In my twenty-first year, 1869, I was still in the 
College, where I was elected a leader of the students 
of the first degree. But I left the College after the 
summer term, and went back to my native town. 
There I began to lecture on the Chinese classics and 
on history and literature to the young soldiers who 
had just returned firom the civil war in the north¬ 
eastern provinces. This tuition lasted till the end of 
1870. I had daily about fifty or more hearers, with 
whom I spent the whole day, often even till mid¬ 
night. Any other books I wished to study I could 
only read after midnight till the morning. Some 
nights I did not sleep at alL This practice of lecturing 
gave me a good memory of the Chinese characters 
at least. 

In my twenty-second year, 1870, I preached a 
sermon every morning at ^e temple which belonged 
to my father. Through this practice of preaching during 
a whole year I ^ined a great deal of experience. I 
always took as my text one of the verses which had 
been sung in the morning-service immediately before 
my semxon. I sometimes found it very hard to make 
the congregation satisfied with my explanations, but 
generally 1 believe I was understood by the people. 
In Uie same year 1 continued my study of Chinese 
von. n. 
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-with some of my friends among the young priests of 
the Shin-shiu. 

In my twenty-third year, 1871 ,1 was adopted hy a 
learned priest, Nanjio Zhingd by name, who was then a 
Professor at the Theological College in Kioto already 
alluded to. His' family lived at a village in the moun¬ 
tains, called Kanegasu, in the Nanjio district of the 
province of Yechizen. He is still the possessor of a 
temple in that village called Oku-nen-zhi, to which he 
succeeded as the eldest son of a learned priest, Bi66, 
who was also a Professor at the same College. My 
adoptive father is now one of the two principal Pro¬ 
fessors at the Theological College of the Eastern 
Hongwand in Kioto, and Lecturer to the heir of the 
head-priest of the temple, viz. the Eastern Hong- 
wami. My adoptive mother is the youngest daughter 
of a priest of the Shin-shiu. My parents by adop¬ 
tion are now living in Kioto, and my father has 
entrusted the charge of his temple to another young 
priest \ 


‘ All the monasteries of the Buddhist sects in Japan, except those 
of the Shin-shin, are alike, i. e. each of them consists of a head-priest 
and one or more disciples or inferior priests, without family, as the 
name of monastery implies. Bat tiie Shin-shin is peculiar, and while 
the appearance of its monasteries, vis. the huUding, the temple-bell, Ac., 
is the same as with other sects, the head-priest and his family live 
alone in the building. Therefore in our principal monastery, the 
Eastern Hongwansi, there dwells the family of onr head-priest only. 
He is the head of our sabdivision, called the Td-ha, or the Eastern 
party or sect, of the Shin-shin. 

When we call ourselves the priests at the Eastern Hongwansi, we 
only mean that vre are the diwiiplaB or subjeot-priesta of the head- 
priest of onr sect who dwells in the said monastery. My friend 
Kwematsu is the adopted son of the present head-priest at the 
monastery Saihosi, so that I speak of it as hia monastery. 

Mr. Kasawam, 6ta, and X, are not the resident priests of tliis 
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In 1871 I was ordained and took the second or 
higher degree at my College in Kioto. I then became 
a lecturer at a school for young priests in that 
city. In the same year I lectured on both the 
Buddhist and Confucianist books in my adopted pro¬ 
vince Y e^en. I preached many hundreds of sermons 
at different places in the same province. Each sermon 
lasted generally half an hour. 

In my a4th year, 187a, I was appointed an official 
priest in the Church Government of the Eastern 
Hongwann, and was the chief compiler of the 
Monthly Report, a paper which has continued to the 
present day. In this office I became the fellow- 
labourer of Kenjiu Kasawara, who has ever since 
remained one of my truest and most helpful friends. 

In my a5th year, 1873 ,1 went to the province of 
Ye^izen, following the Head-Priest of the Eastern 
Hongwaiui to T6kio. In the same year I became 
a preacher of our sect, but was obliged to go home in 
the winter, on account of my adopted mother’s illness. 

In my a6th year, 1874 ,1 lived with my poor sick 
mother in the province of YeXizen, and according to 
her wish was married to the eldest daughter of a 
priest of the Shin-shiu. I lectured and prhached at 
several places in that province during this year. 

In my a7th year, 1875, I returned to the Church 
Government of the Eastern Hongwann in Kioto, 
and became a preacher of the tenth degree, receiving 

Baatam Hongwmiui, bnt only th« dlHiplea or ■abjoot-prieata of thr 
head-pri«st of that monastery. Hr. Kasawara is the son of the bead- 
priest of dia Tearinsi, in the {xrovinoe YetlAn, in which numastery 
he was bom; and 1 am the adopted ion at that at Oknmensi, in 
ThiriaMt. 
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my appointment from the Minister of Beligion in the 
Imperial Government, 

Thus ended the second period of my life. 

In my aSth year, 1876, I and my friend Kenjiu 
Kasawara were selected to be sent to Europe to study 
Sanskrit. The members of the Church Government 
of the Eastern Hongwann wished that the study of 
Sanskrit, the language in which the sacred writings 
of Buddhism were originally composed, should be 
revived in Japan, and as they had heard that that 
language was taught in the Universities of England, 
we were ordered to go to England rather than to 
India. The order was formally conveyed to us by 
the Heir of the Head-IViest of the Eastern Hong- 
wand, who saw us off at Yokohama. We left 
Yokohama with a Japanese friend, Mr. Narinori 
Okoshi, on the 13th June, and arrived in London on 
the nth August, 1876. At that time neither of us 
knew any English. We therefore stayed at first in 
some English families, but our progress in learning 
English was very slow. During our stay in London, 
Kasawara learnt a little of Latin and French, and I 
began to study Greek. We also lectured several 
times at the Meetings of the Society of Japanese 
Students in England, which are held twice every 
month. One of the addresses which 1 had delivered 
at that Society in Japanese was translated into 
English, and was read by my friend, Mr. Arthur 
Didsy, at a Meeting of the Liberal Social Union, held 
on Hie 28th January at St. Geoige’s Hall, lAngham 
Place, London. 

In February, 1879 ,1 went to Oxford, and pmd .my 
first visit to Professor Max MUUer, carrying with me 
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a letter of introduction from the late Dean Stanley. 
He at once allowed me to become one of his pupils, 
and he showed me in his library a copy of a Sanskrit- 
Chinese-Japanese vocabulary, with which he had long 
been occupied, and which was afterwards mentioned 
by him in his writings I told him about the exist¬ 
ence of some Sanskrit texts in Japan, and I was able 
afterwards to get sent to me from home at least five 
texts, besides several Dhdxanis. The five texts are— 
I. Sukh 4 vatt-vyfiha, a. Va^raiMedikA, 3. the shorter 
Pra^nApAramitA-hrfdaya-sfitra, 4. the fuller text of 
the same Sfitra, and 5. Samantabhadra^ari-prani- 
dhAna. 

According to Professor Max Mliller’s direction I 
began to study the elements of Sanskrit with Mr. 
Macdonell. So did Kasawara, who came to Oxford 
in October, 1879. We also continued our study of 
English with Mr. Linstead, and afterwards with Mr. 
Westmacott. 

In the end of 1879, I brought to Professor Max 
Muller a copy of the text of the Smaller SukhAvatt- 
vyhha, sent from Japan, and the Professor showed 
me in return a MS. of the text of the Larger SukhA- 
vatl-vyfiha belonging to the Bodleian Library. This 
discovery was an almost inexpressible joy, not only 
to me and my friend Kasawara, but also to the priesha 
and lay-people of the Pore-Land School in China and 
Japan. 1 and Kasawara copied the text, and we col¬ 
lated our copy with four other MSS. The result of this 
work was the edition of the Larger and Smaller SukhA- 
vati-vyAha in the * Anecdota Oxoni e nsia,* Aryan Series, 
VoL 1 , Part ii, 1883, by Professor Max MUUer and 

* * Bdaoted Emj*,’ toL ii. p. 338 . 
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myself. In Part I of the same series, the Professor 
edited the text of the VaprafcMedik&i, from a MS. sent 
from Japan, in i88i. He will publish in Part HI the 
text of the Pray^&.p&ramit 4 -hWdayarsfltra and Ushni- 
eha-vi.7aya-dh4iani, from the ancient palm-leaves still 
in existence in Japan, together with the fuller text 
of the Hndaya-shtra. I hope myself to publish the 
Sanskrit text of the Samantabhadra/rari-pranidhfi,na, 
with an English translation of one of its Chinese 
versions. We shall then have printed texts of all 
our sacred books, and we may hope that Professor 
Max Muller will soon publish the English translations 
of them which he dictated to us. 

From 1880 to 1884, I and my friend Kasawara 
have constantly attended Professor Max Muller’s 
private lectures, and read under his instruction the 
Sanskrit text of the Larger and Smaller SukhAvati- 
vyhha, Va^;raA^AedikA, Lalita-vistara, Saddharmapu/t- 
darika, SAAkhya-kArikA, and several other books. 

In my 3and year, 1880, I began to examine the 
Chinese translation of the Buddhist Tripi^aka at the 
India OflBce Library. The result of this examination 
was the publication of ‘ A Catalogue of the Chinese 
Translation of the Buddhist Tripi^aka, the Sacred 
Canon of the Buddhists in China and Japan, com¬ 
piled by order of the Secretary of State for India by 
Bunyiu Nanjio,’ printed at the Clarendon Press, 
Oxford, 1883. The following notice in the Saturday 
Review will show the nature of the work:— 

‘ This Catalogue has been printed at the Clarendon 
Press with the new Chinese types cast from the 
matrices lately acquired in China through Professor 
Legge. The work was undertaken at the request of 
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the Secretaxy of State for Inaia, and is to serve, in 
the first instance, as a guide to the large collection of 
the Sacred Books of Buddhism which the Japanese 
Government presented to the India Office in 1875- 
This collection comprises the whole of the Sacred 
Canon of the Buddhists, translated into Chinese, and 
published in Japan, and consists of no less than 166a 
separate works. All these works, with few exceptions, 
were originally written in Sanskrit, but in many c^es 
the Sanskrit originals are now lost. After Buddhism 
had been introduced and recognised in China in the 
first century of our era, the sacred texts were trans¬ 
lated from Sanskrit into Chinese under imperial 
auspices, and in later times collected, catalogued, and 
published. The first collection dates from the year 
518 A.D., the oldest catalogue still in existence was 
made in 520 A.n., and the editio princepa of the whole 
Sacred Canon was published in 97a A.D. When 
Japan had been converted to Buddhism in the sixth 
century, the Chinese Canon was adopted there, and 
several editions of the whole collection have since 
been published in that island. One which is now 
being brought out in Japan, by subscription, may be 

seen in the Bodleian library. ^ 

‘ Mr. Bunyiu Nanjio was entrusted with the compi¬ 
lation of this Catalogue by the Secretary of State for 
India, and has performed his task with great di^nce, 
showing an accurate knowledge of Chinese and ^ns- 
krit. The Sanskritof the Buddhist texts is very ^cxent, 
and differs widely from the Jater Sanskrit of Mai^ ot 

yaii/UaiL Most of these texts are known as yet in 

only, which were brought to Europe many 

Mr. Hodgson, the East India Company s Besident in 
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Nepal. Mr. Bunyia Nanjio has not only prepared 
a eomplete catalogue of this enormous Canon, but he 
has restored most of the original titles in Sanskrit, 
a task of great difficulty, though considerably facili¬ 
tated by Stanislas Julien’s classical work, 'Mithode 
pow d 4 chiffrer les notns Sansctitu dans lea livres 
Ohinoia. He has also fixed the dates of most of the 
Chinese translations, and thereby rendered a lasting 
service to all students of Sanskrit, by enabling them 
to fix certain land-marks in the history of Indian 
literature. In this respect his Catalogue will form a 
new starting-point in the study of Indian history and 
Indian literature.’ 

In my 33rd year, 1881, I compiled a small ‘Cata¬ 
logue of Japanese and Chinese Books and MSS. lately 
added to the Bodleian Library.’ This was published 
at the Clarendon Press in the same year. 

In September of that year, I and Ehsawara ac¬ 
companied Professor Max Muller, who had been sent 
to represent the University of Oxford at the Fifth 
Orientalists Congress at Berlin. After that we went 
to Paris with Professor Max MUller, and copied at 
the Bibliothhque Natioruile the whole of the Mah&- 
vyutpatti, a useful Sanskrit-Tibetan-Chinese-Mongo- 
1i»Ln vocabulary, consisting of about 10,000 Buddhist 
technical terms and proper names. Besides this, 1 
copied the text of the Buddhaiaritak&vya by Asva- 
ghosha, and afterwards collated my copy with a MS. 
at the University library, Ckunbridge. 1 copied also 
the first half of the Suvarnaprabh&sa, and completed 
it from another MS. last year. Kasawara made ex¬ 
tracts from the LaAk&vatli^ Kasawara and I stayed 
in Paris for six weeks, and worked very hard. It 
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was at that time that Kasawara’s health began to 
fail After our return to Oxford Professor Max MUller, 
who had been at work for some time on the Dhar- 
masaAgraha, a collection of Buddhist technical terms, 
handed over his materials to Kasawara, and advised 
him to prepare an edition of it. Kasawara did this in 
1882, before his departmre from Oxford for Japan *; and 
he also copied the whole MS. of the Abhidharma-kosa- 
vy&khyA 

In my 34th year, 1882 ,1 became a member of the 
Royal Asiatic Society in London. I discovered a 
palm-leaf MS. of the Saddharmapundarika at the 
British Museum, and partly copied, partly collated 
it. I and Kasawara copied the whole text of the 
same Sdtra from the Royal Asiatic Society’s MS., and 
we collated our copy with two complete MSS. and one 
incomplete MS. at the University library, Cambridge. 

In August, 1882, Mr. Riogon Elanao, a Japanese 
priest of the Shin-shiu, came to Oxford from Japan. 

In September, Kasawara, who had been suffering 
much, was advised by his doctor to leave Oxford for 
Japan. 

In December, Mr. Ridhd Sugd, another Japanese 
priest of the same sect, came to Oxford from Japan. 

In my 35th year, 1883, being now left alone at 
Oxford, 1 copied the Suvarnaprabh&sa and LaAkA- 
vat&ra. During tiiis year the printing of my Cata- 
l(^e of the Chinese Tripi/aka took up much of my 
time, and 1 worked hard with Professor Max MttUer 

* Th* laateriab ecJlaoted by KaMwam haTa abuse been pabUabed 
nia fai tba Anteicta Oxonimtia, 1885, with the aaaiatanoa ot the late 
Dr. Wenael. I thought thia would Im the baat and moat laating mono* 
nunt of ny dcfsarted pn|dl. 
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at the edition of the Sukh&vati-vyhha. A copy of my 
Catalogue was presented to the Emperors of China 
and Japan, to the King of Siam, and also to many 
scholars and learned societies in Europe and Asia. 

During the years 1880 to 1883, I made literal 
English translations of several Chinese versions 
of the Buddhist works, such as the Larger and 
Smaller Sukhltvatt-vytiha,the Amit&yur-dhy&na-sfltra, 
a few chapters of the Lalita-vistara, and many others. 
I also translated the Chinese verses by Shinran, the 
founder of the Shin-shiu sect in Japan. 

On the 16th day of July, 1883, Kenjiu Kasawara 
died, in his 32nd year, in T6kio. This sad news 
reached me in September. 

On the 19th October, my real father died in his 
67th year in Kioto. This sad news reached me in 
December. 

In my 36th year, 1884, I collated my copy of the 
Saddharmapundarika with the MS. lent to me by 
Mr. Watters, the British Consul at Formosa. This 
collation was finished in January last. 

On the 28th Feb. last, I received a letter from my 
adoptive father telling me that I should return to 
Japan this spring, as my adoptive mother was seri¬ 
ously ill and might not recover from her illness. 
My real mother also was anxious to have me back 
as soon as possible, and insisted on my leaving 
England. Lastly, the Head-Priest of the Eastern 
Hongwanri, after Kasawara’s death, had expressed 
his decided wish that I should return to Japan with¬ 
out delay. 

Nothing remains for me but to obey. Inshould 
have wished to continue my study of Sanskrit tUl 
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the end of 1885, and I liad formerly received leave 
to do so. I also wished to spend some time in India 
before returning to Japan, and then hoped to join 
Kasawara at home. How changeable this world is! 

I shall now leave Oxford, and be again at Yoka- 
hama next May, if there is no more change. In June 
next I hope to be with my relations and Mends at 
home, after an absence of full eight years. 

Thus the third period of my life as a student in 
a foreign country will be ended. For this most 
eventful and not the least fruitful period of my life 
I am indebted to the kindness of Professor Max 
Muller, and to the generous instruction and help 
which I have constantly received firom him during 
the last five years in Oxford. Since my arrival in 
England in August, 1876 ,1 have received much kind¬ 
ness from other Mends also, to whom I return my 
best thanks. 

In conclusion, I hope to be allowed to tell an 
anecdote concerning myself. From my earliest child¬ 
hood, my mother has always told me that on my 
birthday there was a meeting of many Mends of my 
father’s, who were scholars and poets. When they 
were informed that my mother had given birth to 
a boy, they all said this boy would become fond of 
literary work, as he was bom on the day of a great 
literary meeting. My mother always concluded this 
story with the following words: ‘ Thus your father’s 
Mends are all expecting you to become a scholar, 
and you must be diligent therefore in your study.’ 
These tender words of my mother have always been 
before my mind since my childhood, and though 
I cannot tell whether I shall ever become such a 
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scholar my father’s Mends expected from my 
birthday, 1 wish at least to do my best so long as 
my life lasts and my health is not entirely broken. 
I shall try to follow the good words of a learned 
Chinese Buddhist priest, who says, ^ ^ ^ ^ 

i-h6-fu-i-shin, i. e. ‘ (I do my best) for the sake of the 
Law, but not for my own sake 
I shall be thirty-five years old on the 12 th day 
of May next. 

Bonyio Nanjio, 
of the Eastern Hongwanri, 
Kioto, Japan. 

la Maroh, 1884; 

Oxford. 

• Se« No. 1530 of my Catalogue of the Chinese Tripi/aka. 
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A CHINESE POEM BY BUNYIU NANJIO. 
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Tbanslatiost. 


(1) ‘ I, a man of the East, do not yet try to travel through 

the five (ancient) parts of India, 

(2) But have only a few Sanskrit books and clothes for my 

journey; 

(3) There is a tree of knowledge’, which I think of and long 

for even from the distance of 10,000 li; 

(4) There is a forest of the “ firm ” trees’, where the footprint 

of a traveller (such as Hiouenthsang ') might have 
vanished a thousand years since. 

(5) Fate was so bad, that the (Japanese) prince died in a 

remote country region; 

(6) Time was so different (from ours), that the eminent 

priest grew old in his own country; 

(7) Now my stay and study here are already above my desert ; 
(S) So, I hope, that the tale of a snake will not join with the 

head of a dragon.’ 

' The famous Bodhi tree in India under which 5 U[yamnni obtained 
Buddbahood or perfect enlightenment. 

’ The 5 iia trees under which Buddha obtained Nirvliia, i. e. died. 
Both an famous plsoes of pilgrimage. 

* The &moas Chinese pilpim who travelled in India between 629 
sad <45. 
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NOTES ON THE POEM. 

The two parallel lines (i. e. the fifth and sixth) mention 
two Japanese priests, who intended to go to India, but without 
success. The one (in the fifth line) was called Shinnyo 
Shinnd, or the Prince Shinnyo. He was the third son of 
the fifty-fii’st Mikado (lit. ‘honourable (mi), gate (kado);’ 
cf. the Porte with the Turks), Heizei Tennd (reigned a. d. 
806-809); and the fourth of the ten great disciples of Kukai, 
better known by his posthumous title K6b6 Daishi (died 
A. n. 835). He, ‘ in order to perfect his knowledge of 
Buddhist literature, undertook a journey, not only to 
China, but to India, but died before he reached that 
country.'—‘Selected Essays,’ vol. ii. p. 342. An account 
concerning his life is given in the Hon^io-kd-sd-den, i. e. 
‘Memoirs of the eminent Japanese Priests,’ book 67. fol. 
8 b. 

The other priest (in the sixth line) was H6tan by name. 
He is very well known among the Japanese priests. I 
have heard that, about two centuries ago, H6tan ardently 
wished to go to India to learn Sanskrit there. With this 
object he sent a written petition to the military government 
in Yedo.(the present Tdkio, or the ‘Eastern capital’ of 
Japan), because this government was then so powerful that 
all the administration of public affairs was in its hand. 
Bat his desire was not gratified, because at that time ‘ cross¬ 
ing the ocean’ (i.e. a journey for a foreign country) was 
strictly prohibited in oar country. 

Hdtan was an extraordinary man. He was formerly a 
Jaiest of the Tendai sect or school. He need to live at a 
post-town called 6tsa, in the province of 6mi, on the Biwa 
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lake, and studied there very hard. One day, during a 
thunder-storm, there came a young woman who asked him 
to allow her to take shelter in his house. H6tan answered 
her from the inside of the door without seeing her face. 
But he was already tmahle to restrain his passion, having 
heard the amiable voice of the woman. Then he at once 
threw a handful of inflammable powder on his body and set 
it on fire. He cried out loudly and fell down. The young 
woman was very much frightened, opened the door, and 
found him almost breathless. She hastily sprinkled some 
cold water on him and put out the fire. She nursed him 
carefully till he came to himself again. Then he told her 
all the circumstances of his action. When she got home 
she told her parents what had happened. They admired 
him very much, and gave him a certain siun of money, by 
which he was entirely free from poverty. 

While he was studying on the Hiyei mountain (where 
the principal temple was built in A. n. 788, and is still in 
existence, though it has been restored several times since), 
Hdtan once attended a course of lectures of his teacher on 
a certain book. On the first day of the course, hearers 
were crowded in the lecture-hall; but their number de¬ 
creased every day. At length there was not a single 
hearer except Hdtan. Then the teacher wanted to stop 
his lecture, but Hdtan said to him, ‘ Will yon wait till to¬ 
morrow 1 I shall be able to bring some hearers here,’ Early 
on the next morning he brought with him numerous earthen 
images of priests, and placed them in the lecture-hall here 
and there. Having done this he sat down in the middle of 
these images and waited for the lecturer. No sooner did 
the teacher see this arrangement, than he blamed his pupil 
severely for performing such a childish trick. Then Hdtan 
answered him, saying, 'All the priests who live in the 
monasteries on this monntain (formerly 3000 in number) 
are like these earthen images; so that thme is almost no 
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difference between the former days, when they were crowded 
here, and the present. During all the time there has been 
only one good listener, and that was L' By this answer the 
teacher was very much moved, and went on with his lectures 
till the end of the course. * 

At this time there seemed to exist in Japan only one 
copy, either MS. or wood-cut book, of the two famous 
Chinese commentaries on Hiouenthsang’s translation of the 
Abhidharmakoshasiistra (which translation was made about 
A. D. 650). One of these commentaries was written by 
Phukwang (Fukd, in Japanese), a disciple of the translator; 
and the other by Fapao (H6h6, in Japanese), a rival of the 
former commentator: each in thirty books or thin volumes. 
The copy of these commentaries was then preserved in an 
old library belonging to a temple at Nara (formerly also 
called Nanto, or the ‘southern capital,’ because this place 
was used as the imperial capital of Japan from A. n. 710 
till 861, and is situated on the south of Kioto, or Saikio, 
i.e. the ‘western capital’ of Japan). The copy was so 
valued that no one was allowed even to look at it. But 
H6tan desired not only to read the commentaries, but also 
to copy them. He therefore gave money to the keeper of 
the library, entered secretly, and was engaged in copying 
the rare copy day and night. 

Some say that there is a poem composed by H6tan and 
written in his copy of these commentaries. In this poem 
he says that he was so busy in making his copy that he 
knew nothing of worldly matters. He could only tell that 
it was a new year when he heard 108 sounds of temple- 
bells. (This number is still struck at the dawn of New 
Year’s Day in certain temples in Japan. My father’s temple 
is one of these in which this number is observed.) 

Some sJso say, that when the paper which he brought 
into the library for his copy was all used up, Hdtan did 
not venture to go out to, fetch more, lest he lAould be dis- 
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covered and prevented from continning hia work. For this 
reason he took his long white roba off and used it instead of 
paper, writing on it from the collar and sleeves to the skirt, 
without leaving smy part uncovered. 

By such patience he copied the whole of the two large 
commentaries, and afterwards published them. All who 
study the Abhidharmakoshas&stra in Japan have over since 
been under deep obligation to .him. 

However, H6tan afterwards changed his mind and be¬ 
came a priest of the Kegon school (i. e. the school which was 
founded by a Chinese priest depending on the Kegongid or 
the Buddhfi.vatantsakavaipulyas&tra, which school no longer 
exists in Japan). He then constantly criticised and refuted 
the tenets of his own and other schools, and wrote many 
books. Some people, therefore, do not consider him a safe 
authority. 

There is a work entitled Mio-dd-satsu, or the ‘ Document 
for leading (others),' written by him. In this he refutes the 
principles of the Shin-shiu, or the ‘ true sect.’ Soon after 
this work was published, there was a lecturer (i. e. the head 
of the college) of the Shin-shiu, Aiku by name, who wrote 
a Ixmk entitled Sesshio-hen, or the ‘ Book for breaking or 
stopping a rush (of the other),’ in which he answered him. 
Hdtan then produced his second work on the same subject, 
under the title of Baifu, or the ‘ Axe of Thunder.’ Then 
Alku wrote the Shio-r6-hi, or the ‘ Laughing at the arms 
of a praying maniac,’ and ridiculed him. 

Among the numerous works of Hdtan, however, there 
is a very useful one (in eight books) entitled In-mio-niu- 
shio-ri-ron-sho-zui-gen-ki, or the ‘ Eecord of the auspicious 
source of the commentary on the Ny&yapravesatarakasastra 
(No. 1216). It is a commentary on the fitmous Chinese com¬ 
mentary on that treatise on Logic, by KweiM (Kiki, in 
Japanese), the principal disciple of Hiouenthsang, who trans¬ 
lated the Sanskrit treatise about A. D. 650. 

VOI-. II. r 
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The above acoonnt concerning the life of Hdtsn has a 
Homewhat legendary aspect. I am not quite sure whether 
the whole of it is true or not. But I have written down 
all that I have hitherto heard of him, or have seen in his 
works. 


OxroBD, 

IS March , 1881. 


Bokyiu Nanjio. 



KENJIU KASAWARA'. 

( 1861 - 1883 .) 

T he last mail from Japan brought me the news of 
the death of my young friend and pupil, Kenjiu 
Kasawara, and though his name is little known in 
England, his death ought not to be allowed to pass 
unnoticed. Does not Mr. Buskin say quite truly 
that the lives we need to have written for us are of 
the people whom the world has not thought of—far 
less heard of—who are yet doing the most of its 
work, and of whom we may learn how it can best be 
done 1 The life of my Buddhist friend was one of the 
many devoted, yet unfulfilled lives, which make us 
wonder and grieve, as we wonder and grieve when 
we see the young firuit trees in our garden, which 
were covered with bright blossoms, stripped by a 
sudden frost of all their beauty and promise. 

Kenjiu Kasawara was a young Buddhist priest 
who, with his Mend Bunyiu Nanjio, was sent by his 
monastery in the year 1876 from Japan to England, 
to learn English in London, and afterwards to study 
Sanskrit at Oxford. They both came to me in 1879, 
and in spite of many difficulties they had to en¬ 
counter they succeeded by dint of hard and honest 
work, in mastering that language, or at least so 
much of it as was necessary for enabling them to 
' 8m 'Tlinei.’Stpt.aa, 183}; and *Plli Tact Sodetr’a Jonnwl,’1883. 
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read the canonical books of Buddhism in the original 
—^that is, in Sanskrit. At first they could hardly 
explain to me what their real object was in coming 
all the way from Japan to Oxford, and their progress 
was so slow that I sometimes despaired of their suc¬ 
cess. But they themselves did not, and at last they 
had their reward. Kasawara’s life at Oxford was 
very monotonous. He allowed himself no pleasures 
of any kind, and took little exercise; he did not 
smoke, or drink, or read novels or newspapers. He 
worked on, day after day, often for weeks seeing no 
one and talking to no one but to me and his fellow- 
worker, Mr. Bunyiu Nanjio. He spoke and wrote 
English correctly, he learnt some Latin, also a little 
French, and studied some of the classical English 
books on history and philosophy. He might have 
been a most useful man after his return to Japan, for 
he was not only able to appreciate all that was good in 
European civilisation, but retained a certain national 
pride, and would never have become a mere imitator 
of the West. His manners were perfect—they were 
the natural manners of an unselfish man. As to his 
character, all I can say is that, though I watched him 
for a long time, I never found any guile in him, and 
I doubt whether, during the last four years, Oxford 
possessed a purer and nobler soul among her many 
students than this poor Buddhist priest. Buddhism 
may, indeed, be proud of such a man. During the last 
year of his stay at Oxford I observed signs of depres¬ 
sion in him, though be never complained. I persuaded 
him to see a doctor, and the doctor at once declared 
that my young friend was in an advanced stage of 
consumption, and advised him to go home. He never 
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flinched, and I still hear the quiet tone in which he 
said, ‘Yes, many of my countrymen die of con¬ 
sumption.’ However, he was well enough to travel 
and to spend some time in Ceylon, seeing some of the 
learned Buddhist priests there and discussing with 
them the differences which so widely separate Southern 
from Northern Buddhism. But after his return to 
Japan his illness made rapid strides. He sent me 
several dear letters, complaining of nothing but his 
inability to work. His control over his feelings was 
most remarkable. When he took leave of me, his 
sallow face remained as calm as ever, and I could 
hardly read what passed within. But I know that 
after he had left, he paced for a long time up and 
down the road, looking again and again at my house, 
where, as he told me, he had passed the happiest hours 
of his life. Yet we had done so little for him. Once 
only, in his last letter, he complained of his loneli¬ 
ness in his own country. ‘ To a sick man,’ he wrote, 
‘very few remain as Mends.’ Soon after writing 
this he died, and the funerid ceremonies were per¬ 
formed at Tokio on the i8tir of July. 

He has left some manuscripts behind, which 1 hope 
I shall be able to prepare for publication, particularly 
the ‘ DharmasaAgraha,’ a glossary of Buddhist techni¬ 
cal terms, ascribed to N&g 4 r^na But it is hard to 
think of the years of work which are to bear no fruit; 
still harder to feel bow much good that one good 
and enlightened Buddhist priest might have done 
among the thirty-two millions of Buddhists in Japan. 
Have, pia animal I well remember how last year 
we washed together a glorious sunset M>m the 

* Pobllshed rinee tn 'Anecdot* OxcmimriA,' 1883. 
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Malvern Hills, and how, when the Western sky was 
like a golden curtain, coveting we knew not what, 
he said to me, ‘ That is what we call the Eastern gate 
of our Sukh&vati, the Land of Bliss.’ He looked 
forward to it, and he trusted he. should meet there all 
who had loved him, and whom he had loved, and that 
he should gaze on the Buddha Amitabha—i.e. ‘In¬ 
finite Light.’ 

OxroBO, Sept, ao, 1883. 


LETTERS FROM KENJIU KASAWARA. 

liiiANiaissAHT Hoosk, Kingston Koad, Oxfoed. 

a6 Julp, iS8a. 

My bear Sib, 

I am in receipt of your letter. I cannot ade- 
ijttately express my thanks for your ever unfailing 
kindness. It grieves me very much ti^t 1 am unable 
to pursue my studies here as long asidifJl^ped and 
was allowed to do< To loser'ytife is a great 
loss to me, whose plij^’;it ei^uire a know¬ 
ledge of th^ is vitally 

importai\,t fipr ^e i^ and which 

cannot bette)^^ otitt^dd than through your in¬ 
struction. J^I^VOipassed two valuable years and a 
ha|If witii ^ti. It has been no small patience on 
your part^ watch all the time so slow a progress as 
1 ipado bndoarning Sanskrit. 1 am well aware that 
my age—besides my inability—is passed for acquir¬ 
ing la new language, for which no previous know¬ 
ledge, if 1 had any, can help. Moreover, my course 
of study has been more or less hindered through the 
want of good texts. Time abhe, therefore, may have 
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enabled me to be successful. There was a brief time 
for me yet to pass in Oxford, and that time is now 
to be cut short. 

But we cannot fight against Nature. Is it not, on 
the other hand, a great boon of Nature that I, who 
am naturally weak| should have passed so long in 
England without much bodily jsuffering ? If this mis¬ 
chievous disease had befaUeh me but a year and a 
half earlier, aU my object might have been rendered 
almost useless. 1 must be satisfied with things as 
they are. It remains, therefore, that 1 should con¬ 
tinue what I have begun with the utmost zeal in my 
native land, and try by all means to make what I 
have gained acceptable to my friends in Japan, and 
to fulfil the hopes you kindly express in your letter. 

Believe me, Sir, 

I am your obliged pupil, , 

K. Kasawaea.v 

P-S. up to London to-morrow by the 

4 o’clock ^ain^ piilii.^A' 

' HOT^L.iRlCBBFAHCJI, 

14 Bicbkpakck, Fabu, 

{4 x88a. 

My dear Sib, 

Last Saturday mommg I left Oxford by the 
9 o’clock train for London, and tdolt lodgings in 
Lancaster KoaJ, Netting HUl. After tlurfe days’ stay, 
I left London on Tuesday last by the 8,15' ajn. train 
from Charing Cross. My voyage watf Via i^Olkestone 
and Boulogne. The sea was calm ; and the voyage 
would have been more pleasant If it had not rained 
so miserably all the whileG The sky, howbver, gradu¬ 
ally cleared up towards Paris. I arrived in tihat city 
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€ wrote adetter to you from Paris, rad I hop 
it haMreached ;^u in time. I left ^at city on 
I5th % tee morning, and arrived at Maapilles e y 
the'mit* dflHT. In this place I had sufficient time 
to watt a^ rad to take a drive on the coast round 
the town; .but ewly on the following day I, with 
thresher dhpaneae, embarked on board the Burner 
Iradhaddy, which le^ tee coast a little after lo 

o’cldBka.m.‘ ^ 1 „ 

I feel lOmost seoovered from my recent weaknep 
since m«#rfival At Marseilles, and am enjoying the 
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*1^® Pi«io- ^ood is good 
and aAple, consisting of coffee or tea vdth ‘petit 
pain in the tootoing, ‘ ddjehner a. la fourchette’ L o 
dmner at & and tea with ^cuits at 8 cr’clock in the 
evening. I get up before 6 o’clock, and geneMy take 
a seawater ^^.^ther hot or co1|d,eve^ mSg 
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This letter is to be posted from Suez, and i shall 
write you another from Ceylon. 

I present my best compliments to youl^fai^y. 

I am, Sir, 


My deab Sib, 

I arrived in 
mained there during^a>''fi>sj 
Was to see some old 




KENJIU KA8AWAKA. 


219 


gi-eater paxt of these days in travelling about. I visited 
Kandy, a town about seventy-two miles from Colombo. 
There is' a temple in which one of Buddha’s teeth 
is kept, but, owing to the recent death of the keeper, 
I could not see it. At a distance of about sixteen 
miles from Kandy there is a small town named 
M&tale, and there I visited a rock-temple called Ala 
Vih4ra, w which 'it is said the Ph^akas were first 
committed to writing. The railway does not extend 
any farther than this place. In going to AnurMha- 
pura, I was obliged to take the bull-coach which 
regularly leaves M&tale once a day for Anurddhapura. 
It is C. sort of omnibus, but too small even for one 
person, ha he has to pass a night in it. The distance 
between those places is only sixty miles, but the coach 
tak^ spve^een hours in reaching the end of thejoumey. 
During this journey, a traveller like myself finds no 
place to get food. But Anuridhapura is a place 
worth visiting. It is full of ruins of grand buildings. 
£ saw there that old Bo-tree which Fa-hian saw one 


thousanfi^^ur hundred years ago. I remained there 
t\^dv^^s,4nfficient for seeing all the Buddhist remains. 

three priests near the ruins 
^pplll^^yih&r^ I have no doubt that the Vih&ra 
o{ ^e Chinese pilgrim, some 600 
sizes of the granite alms- 
show us that there were 
in those Vih^ras, who 





tn l^'jotimey 1 remained at 
I often saw the high 
6 was passing the vassa (Lent) 
imbot He was teaching about 
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sixty of his pupils there. He speaks, as I was told, 
both Sanskrit and P&li. I presented him with a copy 
of the Ya^raM 7 /edikd>, and he read it, at the same time 
rendering it into English. While reading it, he said, 

‘ It is not one of the Holy Books; it is not written 
in pure Sanskrit.’ He and some other Buddhists 
earnestly advised me to stop in the island to learn 
P&li. I saw other priests, but Sumangala seems to 
be the most renowned there. 

There is one Colonel Olcott, an American, who 
professes himself to bo a Buddhist. In India and 
in Ceylon he has formed a great many branches of 
the Theosophical Society of which he is the founder. 
I do not know his re^ motives, but, at all events, 
he has roused the Buddhists of the island from their 
slumber. He is working hard, and preaching almost 
daily in diflferent places. But I had no chance of 
seeing him during my stay here, although he was 
willing to see me, as he expressed it in his letter 
from some distant place to one of his friends at 
Colombo. 

After all, I was much pleased with this my stay 
in Ceylon, and I think I learned some things there 
which otherwise I could not learn in Japan. Some 
Buddhists at Colombo showed me kindness and 
civility, and promised to k,eep up communication 
with me hereafter. 

The steamer Sindh, of the Messageries Maritimes 
Company, arrived in the harbour yesterday, two days 
eiu’lier th^ it was expected. 1 hastily embarked on 
board the steamer. The ship is still in the hiurbour, 
but, as 1 do not find anybody whp would |go to shore 
and post this letter for me, I shall fortrard it from 
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the next station, that is, from Singapore. The ship 
will leave here very soon. 

I remain. Sir, 

Yours very faithfully, 

K. Kasawara. 

ToKto, Japan, 

Mt dear Sir, *5 ^ov. issj. 

After twenty-six days’ voyage since I left 
Ceylon, I safely arrived at Yokohama at seven o’clock 
in the evening on the 17th last. As I wrote to you 
before, at the time when I was in Ceylon, I thought I 
was nearly recovered from my disease. But this wvis 
an illusion. After the Sindh arrived at Singapore 
the weather became very changeable, and after we 
left Hong-kong the wind was so strong that the 
steamer could not resist it, and three times was 
obliged to take refuge in some small Chinese har¬ 
bours. All the while I felt myself weak, although by 
that time I had become quite a good sailor. The cough 
was often troublesome, which proved to be the returning 
symptom of my former condition. There were two or 
three unnaturally warm days, which made me very ill. 

After two days’ stay at Yokohama, where I had 
something to do with my luggage, I came to Tokio. 
In Tokio I find one old friend now remaining, who is 
a priest of our sect (and who had chiefly taken charge 
of sending money to Nanjio and me while in Europe). 
Even he has now no longer any connexion with the 
affairs of Higashi Hong-wan-eL He however kindly 
came to the railway station to meet me when I 
Arrived in Tokio. Next morning (aist) I went to 
consult Mr. Ikeda, one of the Imperial physicians. 
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and he carefully examined my chest and back. He 
was of opinion that my condition has lately been 
aggravated, and that I should avoid the coming winter 
in some warmer place. I thought I might go to Kobe, 
which was at once healthy and near Kioto. But he 
said Kioto was worse; and that he should rather re¬ 
commend me, had I not returned from those regions, 
to go to Ceylon or Saigon, as Japan was hardly a 
better place than England with regard to cold weather. 
He said, as I was here, I might go to Atami, a place 
far better than Kobe, only twenty-seven Japanese or 
about fifty English miles from Tokio, where I might 
remain till next March, but without doing any work. 
I had been quite prepared for hearing such words of 
the doctor, otherwise alarming. I therefore deter¬ 
mined to hurry to Atami. I need not say that it has 
been an unpleasant thing to me to return home on 
account of my illness, but I should have been consoled 
if I had found a brighter state of things at home on my 
arrival. I expected to see Ishikawa Shuntai in Tokio 
(who was my teacher and advised us to go to Europe), 
but to my great disappointment he too has taken part 
in the recent quarrels, and is now in extreme difficul¬ 
ties. I am writing a long letter to Mr. B. Nanjio, and 
shall inform him of these things at length. 

My dim recollection of the mazy streets of Tokio 
does not enable me to find places I want to go to. In 
fact I know Tokio less than London. Besides, 1 am 
forbidden to go out except from ii to 4 o’clock, nor 
does anything attract me. I have taken my lodgings 
in one of our paper houses. The room I use is roofed 
very low, where a small man like me seems like a 
giant. Iliree sides of the room are sheltered with 
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sliding paper screens, and the other side is divided 
into two portions. One is made a covert, and the 
other a niche in which an image on paper is hung, 
and a porcelain pot placed, with flowers in it. As I 
have passed one fifth part of my life in Europe, my 
habits have been Europeanised. What is most incon¬ 
venient at present is, to sdt down on my calves, as our 
rooms are not furnished with tables and chairs. I am 
almost unable to vmte and read at a Japanese desk nine 
inches high. It is highly injurious to lung diseases. 
I have not yet put on a Japanese dress. As you 
know, Tokio is not my home. I must have complete 
suits of Japanese clothes newly made, top split socks, 
girdle, clogs, etc. If I send to my home for those 
things, they will not come to me in less than thirty days. 

I have seen very few people here. Some of the 
young students who are priests by birth, and are 
studying English in Tokio at the expense of the 
monastery at Hong-wan-ii, have sometimes come to 
see me. It is somewhat strange that most of them 
are destined to study philosophy. Every one of 
them speaks of Mill and Spencer, as if there were 
not more sensible men in the world. I cannot say 
anything as yet of the prospect of the study of 
Sanskrit here, and those young philosophers do not 
at present seem to have any desire for learning 
Sanskrit. We must endeavour to break the earth 
for our cultivation, but this is a land of frequent 
earthquakes and destructions. 

I Aall write to you something more very soon. 

1 am. Sir, 

Your obedient pupil, 

Eenjiu Kasawaba. 
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Ataw, Japak, 

7 2>ce. i88a. 

Mt deae Sib, 

I have made inquiries about the old palm-leaves 
and. the destiny of the copy of the Kath&vatthupak&r- 
ana-atthakath&, presented by you to the Higashi 
Hong-wan-«i through our Minister Iwakura. 

As to the former, you have I suppose been in¬ 
formed of the matter before, viz. that it ■wras pri¬ 
vately granted by the Minister to photograph the 
palm-leaves (which formerly belonged to the Horiuji 
monastery). The reason why it was delayed is this. 
The old leaf w now, as you know, among the im¬ 
perial treasures at Nara, which no one has access 
to but by imperial order. It was intended, as 
I* am told, to bring them to Tokio, and some 
months ago an officer was actually despatched for 
Nara. The officer, however, resigned his office before 
he left Tokio, and his resignation was granted while 
he was en route. This altered everything. He went 
to Kioto on some other business without staying at 
Nara. I do not know whether this matter is con¬ 
sidered to be not a very pressing business, but 
it is certain that no officer has since been despatched 
for the purpose. Unless the palm-leaves are brought 
to Tokio, there will be no chance of their being 
photographed; for those treasures are sealed up at 
Nara, and no keeper is there who is free to open 
them. I do not say I understand the matter very 
well. But Susuki and Ota, the latter of whom you 
know by name, both toll me the same. Ota,'being 
a taeira young student, has no intimate access to 
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Iwakura, but the former, I sure, is able to beg 
of tho Minister anything about the matter. I urged 
him not to neglect to make further inquiries. The 
matter being in such a state, delay seems inevitable. 
Although I shall urge my friend to seek every means 
to accelerate its progress, I am afraid you cannot 
delay your publication so long. 

I have written letters to some of my old friends, 
but none of them, even by this time, has written any 
answer. I do not know what they think of me, but 
my illness and my withdrawing to Atami have put 
me into oblivion. 

I came to Atami on the 4 th last. It is only about 
fifty English miles from Tokio, and famous for 
its hot springs. The place has come to particular 
notice since foreigners began to praise its healthiness 
as well as its waters. This is one of our few places 
which know the faces of ministers and foreign 
ambassadors. It has the advantage of its position, 
forming a little bay, surrounded by considerably high 
hills, embracing the warmth of the sun in the south¬ 
east. But the road to this place was very bad till some 
four or five months ago, and only since that time 
small vehicles drawn by men can pass carrying inva¬ 
lids. The hills around are not so easy to climb as at 
Malvern, the footpaths being stony and neck¬ 
breaking. This naturally stops us from going astray, 
and we are confined in this small village, where there 
is nothing to see and nothing to amuse us. But 
I like this nook of the earth very well as my present 
asylum. 

I am not able to work much, and am forbidden to 
do so, but as I have no one to speak to in my 

VOI- II. Q 
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room, I naturally have recourse to my books. By the 
way, my store of books, which I call my honeycomb, 
arrived safely from England in Tokio, but now the 
books no longer follow me so easily wherever I go. 

I presume you and all your fapiily are quite well. 
Please remember me to Mrs. Max Muller and the rest. 
My parents are well, and very glad of my safe arrival, 
and, though they and I both regret that I cannot go 
to see them at present, yet they are quite satisfied 
with my being here. They well know that their 
place is too cold for me, and they cannot attempt to 
come to me. To them this part of Japan may still 
seem, as it seemed to me when I was a boy, as strange 
a land as Turkey or Egypt may seem to you, and the 
difficulty of travelling even now is actually greater. 
They are extremely thankful to you for your great 
kindness to me during my stay in Oxford. 

I hope that the Japanese gentlemen in Oxford are 
in good health, and continue their important studies. 

1 am. Sir, 

Your obedient pupil, 

E. Kasawaba. 


Otahikioko, Tokio, 

14 June , 1883. 

My beab Sib, 

Since I wrote my last letter to you two months 
have passed, but I am sorry to say 1 have nothing to 
tell you that is new and bright. 

I have passed these six weeks, and especially these 
few last days, in very bad health. A bad cough is the 
principal symptom, but now my bodily strength too 
is failing. Tokio is not my home. I have remained 
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here in suspense, neither having been able to set out 
for home, nor having been able to find a comfortable 
abode here. No one looks after me : to a sick man 
very few remain as friends. Now the best way for 
me is to surrender myself entirely to medical treat¬ 
ment. Dr. Baeby, a German in the service of the Go¬ 
vernment Hospital atTokiOjis now very famous. I am 
using the medicine prescribed by him for me. I have 
resolved to go into the hospital from to-morrow. 
This will be to my satisfaction, as I shall have better 
accommodation and good medical treatment. 

I received the Athencmm, in which a review of your 
Cambridge Lectures is found. I thank you very much, 
and read the review with pleasure. This reminded 
me of our pleasant Cambridge tour last year, and my 
last efibrts in copying. How different are things 
around me this year 1 

Your kindness did not stop there. You also made 
an application that the physicians attached to the 
English Legation here should attend me. But I had 
been under the treatment of Dr. Baeby, so that I have 
gone on with him. I hope you will pardon this care¬ 
less writing, as I am weak, and require to sit quiet. 

I am. Sir, 

Your humble pupil, 

Kekjic Kasawaba. 



COLEBROOKF/. 

(1768-1887.) 

^PHE name and fame of Henry Thomas Colehrooke 
are better known in India, France, Germany, 
Italy—nay, even in Russia—than in his own Country. 
He was born in London on the 15th of June, 1765; 
he died in London on the loth of March, 1837; and if 
now, after waiting for thirty-six years, his only sur¬ 
viving son. Sir Edward Colebrooke, has at last given 
us a more complete account of his father’s life, the 
impulse has come chiefly from Colebrooke’s admirers 
abroad, who wished to know what the man had been 
whose works they knew so well. If Colebrooke had 
simply been a distinguished, even a highly distin¬ 
guished, servant of the East India Company, we could 
well understand that, where the historian has so many 
eminent services to record, those of Henry Thomas 
Colebrooke should have been allowed to pass almost 
unnoticed. The history of British India has still to 
be written, and it will be no easy task to write it. 
Macaulay’s Lives of Clive and Warren Hastings are 
but two specimens to show how it ought to be, and 
yet how it caimot be, written. There is in the annals 
of the conquest and administrative tenure of India so 
much of the bold generalship of raw recruits, the states¬ 
manship of common clerks, and the heroic devotion of 

* * MiBoellaaeoua Euays.* By Henry Tbomu Colebrooke. With » 
life of the Anthw by hie Son. In three Wnme*. tendon: 1871. 
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mere adventurers, that even the largest canvas of the 
historian must dwarf the stature of heroes; and cha¬ 
racters which, in the history of Greece or England, 
would stand out in bold relief, must vanish unnoticed 
in the crowd. 

The substance of the present memoir appeared in 
the Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society soon after 
Mr. Colebrooke’s death. It consisted originally of 
a brief notice of his public and literary career, inter¬ 
spersed with extracts from his letters to his family 
during the first twenty years of his residence in India. 
Being asked a few years since to allow this notice to 
appear in a new edition of the ‘ Miscellaneous Essays,’ 
Sir Edward thought it incumbent on him to render it 
more worthy of his father’s reputation. The letters 
in the present volume are, for the most part, given in 
full; and some additional correspondence is included 
in it, besides a few papers of literary interest, and a 
journal kept by him during his residence at Nagpur, 
which was left incomplete. Two addresses delivered to 
the Royal Asiatic and Astronomical Societies, and the 
narrative of a journey to and from the capital of Berar, 
are added as an appendix and complete the volume. 

Although, as we shall see, the career of Mr. Cole- 
brooke, as a servant of the Bast India Company, was 
highly distinguished, and in its vicissitudes, as here 
told by his son, both interesting and instructive, yet 
his most lasting fame will not ^ that of the able ad¬ 
ministrator, the learned lawyer, the thoughtful finau'* 
oier and politician, but that of the founder and father 
of true Sanskrit scholarship in Europe. In that cha¬ 
racter Colebrooke has secured his place in the history 
of the wmrld, a place which neither envy nor ignorance 
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can ever take from him. Had he lived in Germany, 
we should long ago have seen his statue in his native 
place, his name written in letters of gold on the walls 
of academies; we should have heard of Colebrooke 
jubilees and Colebrooke scholamhips. In Elngland, if 
any notice is taken of the discovery of Sanskrit—a 
discovery in many respects equally important, in some 
even more important, than the revival of Greek 
scholarship in the fifteenth century—we may possibly 
hear the popular name of Sir William Jones and his 
classical translation of i$'akuntal4 ; but of the infinitely 
more important achievements of Colebrooke, not one 
word. The fact is, the time has not yet come when 
the full importance of Sanskrit philology can be ap¬ 
preciated by the public at large. It was the same 
with Greek philology. When Greek began to be 
studied by some of the leading spirits in Europe, the 
subject seemed at first one of purely literary curiosity. 
When its claims were pressed on the public, they 
were met by opposition, and even ridicule; and those 
who knew least of Greek were most eloquent in their 
denunciations. Even when its study had become 
more general, and been introduced at universities and 
schools, it remained in the eyes of many a mere accom¬ 
plishment—its true value for higher than scholastic 
purposes being scarcely suspected. At present we 
know that the revival of Greek scholarship affected 
the deepest interests of humanity, that it was in reality 
a revivid of that consciousness which links large por¬ 
tions of mankind together, connects the living with 
the dead, and thus secures to each generation the full 
intellectual inheritance of our race. Without that 
historical consmousness, the life of man would be 
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ephemeral and vain. The more we can see backward, 
and place ourselves in real sympathy with the past, 
the more truly do we make tihe life of former genera¬ 
tions our own, and are able to fulfil our own appointed 
duty in carrying on the work which was begun cen¬ 
turies ago in Athens and at Rome. But while the 
unbroken traditions of the Roman world, and the re¬ 
vival of Greek culture among us, restored to us the 
intellectual patrimony of Greece and Rome only, and 
made the Teutonic race in a certain sense Greek and 
Roman, the discovery of Sanskrit will have a much 
larger infiuence. Like a new intellectual spring, it 
is meant to revive the broken fibres that once united 
the South-Eastern with tho North-Western branches 
of the Aryan family; and thus to re-establish the 
spiritual brotherhood, not only of the Teutonic, Greek, 
and Roman, but likewise of the Slavonic, Celtic, In¬ 
dian, and Persian branches. It is to make the mind 
of man wider, his heart larger, his sympathies world- 
embracing; it is to make us truly humantores, richer 
and prouder in the full perception of what humanity 
has been, and what it is meant to be. This is the real 
object of the more comprehensive studies of the nine¬ 
teenth century, and though the full appreciation of 
this their true import may be reserved to the future, 
no one who follows the intellectual progress of man¬ 
kind attentively can fail to see that, even now, the 
comparative study of languages, mythologies, and re¬ 
ligions has widened our horizon; that much which 
was lost has been regained; and that a new world, if 
it has not yet been occupied, is certainly in sight. It 
is curious to observe that those to whom we chiefiy 
owe the discovery of Sanskrit were as little conscious 
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of the real importance of their discovery as Columbus 
was when he landed at St. Salvador. What Mr. Cole- 
brooke did, was done from a sense of duty, rather 
than from literary curiosity; but' there was also a 
tinge of enthusiasm in his character, like that which 
carries a traveller to the wastes of Africa or the ice-bound 
regions of the Pole. Whenever there was work ready 
for him, he was ready for the work. But he had no 
theories to substantiate, no pre-conceived objects to 
attain. Sobriety and thoroughness are the distin¬ 
guishing features of all his works. There is in them 
no trace of haste or carelessness ; but neither is there 
evidence of any extraordinary effort, or minute pro¬ 
fessional scholarship. In the same business-like spirit 
in which he collected the revenue of his province, he 
collected his knowledge of Sanskrit literature; with 
the same judicial impartiality with which he delivered 
his judgments, he delivered the results at which he 
had arrived after his extensive and careful reading ; 
and with the same sense of confidence with which he 
quietly waited for the effects of his political and financial 
measures, in spite of the apathy or the opposition with 
which they were met at first, he left his written works 
to the judgment of posterity, never wasting his time 
in the repeated assertion of his opinions, or in useless 
controversy, though he was by no means insensible to 
his own literary reputation. The biography of such 
a man deserves a careful study; and we think that 
Sir Edward Colebrooke has fulfilled more than a 
purely filial duty in giving to the world a full ac¬ 
count of the private, public, and literary life of his 
great father. 

Colebrooke was the son of a wealthy London 
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banker, Sir George Colebrooke, a Member of Parlia¬ 
ment, and a man in his time of some political import¬ 
ance. Having proved himself a successful advocate 
of the old privileges of the East India Company, ho 
was invited to join the Court of Directors, and be¬ 
came in 1769 chairman of the Company. His chair¬ 
manship was distinguished in history by the appoint¬ 
ment of Warren Hastings to the highest office in 
India, and there are in existence letters from that il¬ 
lustrious man to Sir George, written in the crisis of his 
Indian Administration, which show the intimate and 
confidential relations subsisting between them. But 
when, in later years, Sir George Colebrooke became 
involved in pecuniary difficulties, and Indian appoint¬ 
ments were successively obtained for his two sons, 
James Edward and Henry Thomas, it does not ap¬ 
pear that Warren Hastings took any active steps to 
advance them, beyond appointing the elder brother 
to an office of some importance on his secretariat. 
Henry, the younger brother, had been educated at 
home, and at the age of fifteen he had laid a solid 
foundation in Latin, Greek, French, and particularly 
in mathematics. As he never seems to have been 
urged on, he learned what he learned quietly and 
thoroughly, trying from the first to satisfy himself 
rather than others. Thus a love of knowledge for its 
own sake remained firmly engrained in his mind 
through life, and explains much of what would other¬ 
wise remain inexplicable in his literary career. 

At the age of eighteen he started for Indiak, and 
arrived at Madias in 1783, having narrowly escaped 
capture by French cruisers. The times were anxious 
times for India, and full of inteiast to an observer of 
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political events. In his very first letter from India 
Colebrooke thus sketches the political situation:— 

‘The state of atiairs in India seems to bear a far 
more favourable aspect than for a long time past. 
The peace with the Mahrattas and the death of 
Hyder Ally, the intended invasion of Tippoo’s country 
by the Mahrattas, sufficiently removed all alarm from 
the country powers; but there are likewise accounts 
arrived, and which seem to be credited, of the defeat 
of Tippoo by Colonel Matthews, who commands on 
the other coast.’ 

From Madras Colebrooke proceeded, in 1783, to 
Calcutta, where he met his elder brother, already 
established in the service. His own start in official 
life was delayed, and took place under circumstances 
by no means auspicious. The tone, both in political 
aiid private life, was at that time at its lowest ebb 
in India. Drinking, gambling, and extravagance of 
all kinds were tolerated even in the best society, and 
Colebrooke could not entirely escape the evil effects 
of the moral atmosphere in which he had to live. It 
is all the more remarkable that his taste for work 
never deserted him, and ‘ that he would retire to his 
midnight Sanskrit studies unaffected by the excite¬ 
ment of the gambling-table.’ It was not till 1786— 
a year after Warren Hastings had left India—that he 
received his first official appointment, as Assistant 
Collector of Revenue in Tirhut. His father seems 
to have advised him from the first to be assiduous 
in acquiring the vernacular languages, and we find 
him at an early period of his Indian career thus 
writing on this subject:— 

‘ The one, and that the most necessary, Moors (now 
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called Hindustani), by not being written, bars all 
close application; the other, Persian, is too dry to 
entice, and is so seldom of any use, that I seek its 
acquisition very leisurely.’ 

He asked his father in turn to send him the Greek 
and Latin classics,’ evidently intending to carry on 
his old favourite studies, rather than begin a new 
career as an Oriental scholar. For a time he seemed, 
indeed, deeply disappointed with his life in India, 
and his prospects were anything but encouraging. 
But although he seriously thought of throwing up 
his position and returning to England, he was busy 
nevertheless in elaborating a scheme for the better 
regulation of the Indian service. His chief idea was, 
that the three functions of the civil service—the com¬ 
mercial, the revenue, and the diplomatic—should be 
separated; that each branch should be presided over 
by an independent board, and that those who had 
quahhed themselves for one branch should not be 
needlessly transferred to another. Curiously enough, 
he lived to prove by his own example the applica¬ 
bility of the old system, being himself transferred 
from the revenue department to a judgeship, then 
employed on an important diplomatic mission, and 
lastly raised to a seat in Council, and acquitting 
himself well in each of these different employments. 
After a time his discontent seems to have vanished. 
He quietly settled down to his work in collecting the 
revenue of Tirhut; and his official duties soon be¬ 
came so absorbing, that he found little time for pro¬ 
jecting reforms of the Indian Civil Service. 

Soon also his Oriental studies gave him a new 
interest in the country and the people. The first 
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allusions to Oriental literature occur in a letter dated 
Patna, December lo, 1786. It is addressed to his 
father, who had desired some information concerning 
the religion of the Hindus. Colebrooke's own in¬ 
terest in Sanskrit literature was from the first 
scientific rather than literary. His love of mathe¬ 
matics and astronomy made him anxious to find out 
what the Brahmans had achieved in these branches 
of knowledge. It is surprising to see how correct is 
the first communication which he sends to his father 
on the four modes of reckoning time adopted by 
Hindu astronomers, and which he seems chiefly to 
have drawn from Persian sources. The passage 
(pp. 23-26) is too long to be given here, but we 
recommend it to the careful attention of Sanskrit 
scholars, who will find it more accurate than what 
has but lately been written on the same subject. 
Colebrooke treated, again, of the difierent measures of 
time in his essay ‘ On Indian Weights and Measures,’ 
published in the ‘Asiatic Researches,’ 1798; and in 
stating the rule for finding the planets which preside 
over the day, called HorA, he was the first to point 
out the palpable coincidence between that expression 
and our name for the twenty-fourth part of the day. 
In one of the notes to his Dissertation on the Algebra 
of the Hindus he showed that this and other astro¬ 
logical terms were evidently borrowed by the Hindus 
from the Greeks, or other external sources; and in a 
manuscript note published for the first time by Sir E. 
Colebrooke, we find him following up the same sub¬ 
ject, and calling attention to the fact that the word 
HorA occurs in the Sanskrit vocabulary—the Medini- 
Ko^a —and bears there, among other significations. 
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that of the rising of a sign of the zodiac, or half a 
sign. This, as he remarks, is in diurnal motion one 
hour, thus confirming the connexion between the 
Indian and European significations of the word. 

While he thus fflt attracted towards the study of 
Oriental literature by his own scientific interests, it 
seems that Sanskrit literature and poetry by them¬ 
selves had no charms for him. On the contrary, he 
declares himself repelled by the false taste of Oriental 
writers; and ho speaks very slightingly of ‘ the 
amateurs who do not seek the acquisition of useful 
knowledge, but would only wish to attract notice, 
without the labour of deserving it, which is readily 
accomplished by an ode from the Persian, an apologue 
from the Sanskrit, or a song from some unheard-of 
dialect of Hinduee, of which the amateur favours the 
public with a free translation, without understanding 
the original, as you will immediately be convinced, 
if you peruse that repository of nonsense, the Asiatic 
Miscellany’ He makes one exception, however, in 
favour of Wilkins. ‘ I have never yet seen any book,’ 
he writes, ‘ which can be depended on for information 
concerning the real opinions of the Hindus, except 
Wilkins's Bhagvat Qeeta. That gentleman was San¬ 
skrit-mad, and has more materials and more general 
knowledge r^pecting the Hindus than any other 
foreigner ever acquired since the days of Pythagoras.’ 
Arabic, too, did not then find much more favour in 
his eyes than Sanskrit. ‘Thus much,’ he writes, 
‘ 1 am induced to believe, that the Arabic language is 
of more difficult acquisition than Latin, or even than 
Greek; and, although it may be concise and nervous, 
it will not reward the labour of the student, since, in 
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the works of science, he can find nothing new, and, in 
those of Hteratore, he could not avoid feeling his 
judgment offended by the false taste in which they 
are written, and his imagination being heated by the 
glow of their imagery. A few dry facts might, how¬ 
ever, reward the literary drudge.’ 

It may be doubted, indeed, whether Colebrooke 
would ever have overcome these prejudices, had it 
not been for his father’s exhortations. In 1789, Cole- 
brook was transferred from Tirhut to Pumeah; and 
such was his interest in his new and more responsible 
office, that, according to his own expression, he felt 
for the report, which he had to write, all the solicitude 
of a young author. Engrossed in his work, the ten 
years’ settlement of some of the districts of his new 
collectorship, he writes to his father in July 1790:— 

‘ The religion, manners, natural history, traditions, 
and arts of this country may, certainly, furnish sub¬ 
jects on which my communications might, perhaps, be 
not uninteresting; but to offer anything deserving of 
attention would require a season of leisure to collect 
and digest information. Engaged in a public and 
busy scene, my mind is wholly engrossed by the cares 
and duties of my station; in vain I seek, for re¬ 
laxation’s sake, to direct my thoughts to other 
subjects; matters of business constantly recur. It 
is for this cause that I have occasionally apologised 
for a dearth of subjects, having no occurrences to 
relate, and the matters which occupy my attention 
being uninteresting as a subject of correspondence.’ 

When, after a time, the hope of distinguishing 
himself impelled Colebrooke to new exertions, and 
he determined to become an author, the subject which 
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he chose was not antiquarian or philosophical, but 
purely practical. 

‘Translations,’ he writes, in 1790, ‘are for those 
who rather need to fill their purses than gratify their 
ambition. For original compositions on Oriental 
history and sciences is required more reading in 
the literature of the Elast than I possess, or am likely 
to attain. My subject should be connected with those 
matters to which my attention is professionally led. 
One subject is, I believe, yet untouche 4 —the agri¬ 
culture of Bengal. On this I have been curious of 
information; and, having obtained some, I am now 
pursuing inquiries with some degree of regularity. 
I wish for your opinion, whether it would be worth 
while to reduce into form the information which may 
be obtained on a subject necessarily dry, and which 
(curious, perhaps), is, certainly, useless to English 
readers.’ 

Among the subjects of which he wishes to treat 
in this work we find some of antiquarian interest, 
e.g. what castes of Hindus are altogether forbid 
cultivating, and what castes have religious prejudices 
against the culture of particular articles. Others are 
purely technical; for instance, the question of the 
succession and mixture of crops. He states that the 
Hindus have some traditional maxims on the succes¬ 
sion of crops to which they rigidly adhere; and with 
regard to mixture, he observes that two, three, or even 
four difierent articles are sown in the same field, and 
gathered successively, as they ripen; that they are 
sometimes all sown on the same day, sometimes at 
different periods, etc. 

His letters now become more and more interesting. 
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and they generally contain nome fragments which 
show us how the sphere of his inquiries became more 
and more extended. We find (p. 39) observations on 
the Psylli of Egypt and the Snake-charmers of India, 
on the Sikhs (p. 45), on Human Sacrifices in India 
(p. 46). The spirit of inquiry which had been kindled 
by Sir W. Jones; more particularly since the founda¬ 
tion of the Asiatic Society of Bengal in 1784, had 
evidently reached Colebrooke. It is difficult to fix 
the exact date when he began the study of Sanskrit. 
He seems to have taken it up and left it again in 
despair several times. In 1793 he was removed from 
Purneah to Nattore. From that place he sent to his 
father the first volumes of the ‘Asiatic Researches,’ 
publ^hed by the members of the Asiatic Society. He 
drew his father’s attention to some articles in them, 
which would seem to prove that the ancient Hindus 
possessed a knowledge of Egypt and of the Jews, but 
he adds:— 

‘ No historical light can be expected from Sanskrit 
literature; but it may, nevertheless, be curious, if not 
useful, to publish such of their legends as seem to 
resemble others known to European mythology.’ 

The fiii-st glimmering of comparative mythology in 

1793! 

Again he writes in 1793;— 

‘In my Sanskrit studies, I do not confine myself 
now to particular subjects, but skim the surface of 
all their sciences. I will subjoin, for your amuse¬ 
ment, some remarks on subjects treated in the “ Re¬ 
searches.” ’ 

What the results of that skimming were, and how 
far more philosophical his appreciation of Hindti 
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literature had then become, may be seen from the 
end of the same letter, written from Bajjshahi, De¬ 
cember 6 , 1793 •— 

‘ Upon the whole, whatever may be the true an¬ 
tiquity of this nation, whether their mythology be 
a corruption of the pure deism we find in their 
books, or their deism a refinement from gross idolatry; 
whether their religious and moral precepts have been 
engrafted on the elegant philosophy of the Ny&ya 
and Mim&nsd., or this philosophy been refined on the 
plainer text of the Veda; the Hindu is the moat 
ancient nation of which we have valuable remains, 
and has been stirpassed by none in refinement and 
civilisation; though the utmost pitch of refinement 
to which it ever arrived preceded, in time, the dawn 
of civilisation in any other nation of which we have 
even the name in history. The further our literary 
inquiries are extended here, the more vast and stu¬ 
pendous is the scene which opens to us; at the same 
time that the true and false, the sublime and the 
puerile, wisdom and absurdity, are so intermixed, 
that, at, every step, we have to smile at folly, while 
we admire and acknowledge the philosophical truth, 
though couched in obscure allegory and puerile fable.’ 

In i794,Colebrooke presented to the Asiatic Society 
his fiirst paper, ‘ On the Duties of a Faithful Hindu 
Widow,’ and he told his fathbr at the same time, that 
he meant to pursue his Sanskrit inquiries diligently, 
and in a spirit which seems to have guided all his 
work through life: 

“Hie only caution,’ he says, 'which occurs to me 
is, not to haaard in publication anything crude or 
imperfe(^ which would iiyare my reputation as a 

voik n. K 
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man of letters; to avoid this, the precaution may 
be taken of submitting my manuscripts to private 
perusal.’ 

Colebrooke might indeed from that time have be¬ 
come altogether devoted to the study of Sanskrit, 
had not his political feeling been strongly roused by 
the new Charter of the East India Company, which, 
instead of sanctioning reforms long demanded by 
political economists, confirmed nearly all the old 
privileges of their trade. Colebrooke was a free¬ 
trader by conviction, and because he had at heart 
the interests both of India and of England. It is 
quite gratifying to find a man, generally so cold and 
prudent as Colebrooke, warm with indignation at 
the folly and injustice of the policy carried out by 
England with regard to her Indian subjects. He 
knew very well that it was personally dangerous for 
a covenanted servant to discuss and attack the privi¬ 
leges of the Company, but he felt that he ought to 
think and act, not merely as the servant of a com¬ 
mercial company, but as the servant of the British 
Government. He wished, even at that early time, 
that India should become an integral portion of the 
BriUsh Empire, and cease to be, as soon as possible, 
a mere appendage, yielding a large commercial 
revenue. He was encouraged in these views by 
Mr. Antiiony Lambert, and the two friends at last 
decided to embody their views in a work, which 
they privately printed, under the title of ‘ Bemarka 
on the Present State of the Husbandry and Com¬ 
merce of Bengal.’ Colebrooke, as we know, had paid 
0(msiderable attention to the subject of husbandry, 
and he now (xmtributed much of the material which 
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he had collected for a purely didactic work, to this 
controversial and political treatise. He is likewise 
responsible, and he never tried to shirk that re¬ 
sponsibility, for most of the advanced financial 
theories which it contains. The volume was sent 
to England, and submitted to the Prime Minister 
of the day and several other persons of influence. 
It seems to have produced an impression in the 
quarters most concerned, but it was considered pru¬ 
dent to stop its further circulation on account of the 
dangerous free-trade principles, which it supported 
with powerful arguments. Colebrooke had left the 
discretion of publishing the work in England to his 
friends, and he cheerfully submitted to their decision. 
He himself, however, never ceased to advocate the 
most liberal flinancial opinions, and being considered 
by those in power in Leadenhall Street as a dangerous 
young man, it has sometimes been supposed that his 
advancement in India was slower than it would other¬ 
wise have been. 

A man of Colebrooke’s power, however, was too 
useful to the Indian Government to be passed over 
altogether, and though his career was neither rapid 
nor brilliant, it was nevertheless most successful. 
Just at the time when Sir W. Jones had suddenly 
died, Colebrooke was removed from the revenue to 
the judicial branch of the Indian service, and tiiere 
was no tyulti in India, except Colebrooke, who could 
carry on the work which Sir W. Jones had left un¬ 
finished, viz. * the Digest of Hindu and Mohammedan 
Laws.' At the instanee of Warren Hastings, a clause 
had been inserted in the Act of 1772, providing that 
‘ Manlavies and Pandits should attend the Coarts, to 

B 2 
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expound the law and assist in passing the decrees.* 
In all suits regarding inheritance, marriage, caste, 
and religious usages and institutions, the ancient 
laws of the Hindus were to be followed, and for that 
purpose a body of laws from their own books had 
to be compiled. Under the Erection of Warren 
Hastings, nine Brahmans had been commissioned to 
draw up a code, which appeared in 1776, under the 
title of ‘ Code of Qentoo Laws It had been ori¬ 
ginally compiled in Sanskrit, then translated into 
Persian, and from that into English. As that code, 
however, was very imperfect, Sir W. Jones had urged 
on the Government the necessity of a more complete 
and authentic compilation. Texts were to be col¬ 
lected, after the model of Justinian’s Pandects, from 
law-books of approved authority, and to be digested 
according to a scientific analysis, with references to 
original authors. The task of arranging the text¬ 
books and compiling the new code fell chiefly to 
a learned Pandit, Jagann&tha, and the task of trans¬ 
lating it was now, after the death of Sir W. Jones, 
undertaken by Colebrooke. This task was no easy 
one, and could hardly be carried out without the 
help of really learned pandits. Fortunately Cole¬ 
brooke was removed at the time when he undertook 
this work to Mirzapur, close to Benares, the seat of 
Brahmanical learning, in the north of India, and the 
seat of a Hindu College. Here Colebrooke found not 
only rich collections of Sanskrit MSS., but likewise 
a number of law pandits, who could solve many of 

* Yhe word G«&too, whkh wm oonuiMinly applied in tha iMt oeatny 
to ih« Hindoo ia Moardlng to WOww dortvod firom the PwtogneM 
w«rdsr<fitto,g«itfio or bMtJiwB. TIm word o(w«^ too, oamM frmt tlM 
MBMioarao, 
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the difficulties which he had to encounter in the trans¬ 
lation of Ja^anndtha's Digest After two years of 
incessant labour, we find Colebrooke on January 3, 
1797, announcing the completion of his task, which 
at once established his position as the best Sanskrit 
scholar of the day.* Oriental studies were at that 
time in the ascendant in India. A dictionary was 
being compiled, and several grammars were in prepa¬ 
ration. Types also had been cut, and for the first 
time Sanskrit texts issued from the press in DevanA- 
gaii letters. Native scholars, too, began to feel a 
pride in the revival of their ancient literature. The 
Br 4 hmans, as Colebrooke writes, were by no means 
averse to instruct sti-angers; they did not even 
conceal from him the most sacred texts of the Veda. 
Colebrooke’s ‘ Essays on the Religious Ceremonies of 
the Hindus,’ which appeared in the fifth volume of 
the ‘ Asiatic Researches ' in the same year as his 
translation of the ‘Digest,’ show very clearly that 
he had found excellent instructors, and had been 
initiated in the most sacred literature of the Brah¬ 
mans. An important paper on the Hindu schools of 
law seems to date from the same period, and shows 
a familiarity, not only with the legal authorities of 
India, but with the whole structure of the traditional 
and sacred literature of the Br&hmans, which but few 
Sanskrit scholars could lay claim to even at the 
present day. In the fifth volume of the ‘Asiatic 
Researches* appeared also his essay ‘On Indian 
Weights and Measures,’ and his ‘Enumeration of 
Indian Classes.* A short, but thoughtful memoran¬ 
dum on Ute Origin of Caste, written during that 
period, and printed for the first time in his ‘Life,’ 
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will be read with interest by all who are acquainted 
with the different views of living scholars on this 
important subject. 

Colebrooke’s idea was that the institution of caste 
was not artificial or conventional, but that it began 
with the simple division of freemen and slaves, which 
we find among all ancient nations. This division, as 
he supposes, existed among the Hindus before they 
settled in India. It became positive law after their 
emigration from the northern mountains into India, 
and was there adapted to the new state of the Hindus, 
settled among the aborigines. The class of slaves or 
Sfidras consisted of those who came into India in 
that degraded state, and those of the aborigines who 
submitted and were spared. Menial offices and me¬ 
chanical labour were deemed unworthy of freemen 
in other countries besides India, and it cannot there¬ 
fore appear strange that the class of the /SCldras 
comprehended in India both servants and mechanics, 
both Hindus and emancipated aborigines. The class 
of freemen included originally the priest, the soldier, 
the merchant, and the husbandman. It was divided 
into three orders, the Bribhmanas, Kshatriyas, and 
Vaisyas, the last comprehending merchants and hus¬ 
bandmen indiscriminately, being the yeomen of the 
country and the citizens of the town. According to 
Colebrooke’s opinion, the E^shatriyas consisted ori¬ 
ginally of kings and their descendemts. It was the 
order of princes, rather than of mere soldiers. The 
Bifthmanas comprehended no more than the de¬ 
scendants of a few religious men who, by superior 
knowledge and the austerity of their lives, had gained 
an ascendency over the people. Neither of these 



COLEBBOOEB. 


247 


orders was originally very numerous, and their pro¬ 
minence gave no offence to the far more powerful 
body of the citizens and yeomen. 

When legislators began to give their sanction to 
this social system, their chief object seems to have 
been to guard against too great a confusion of the 
four orders—the two orders of nobility, the sacerdotal 
and the princely, and the two orders of the people, 
the citizens and the slaves, by either prohibiting 
intermarriage, or by degrading the offspring of 
alliances between members of different orders. If 
men of superior married women of inferior, but 
next adjoining, rank, the offspring of their marriage 
sank to the rank of their mothers, or obtained a posi¬ 
tion intermediate between the two. The children of 
such marriages were distinguished by separate titles. 
Thus, the son of a Br&bma/ia by a Kshatriya woman 
was called Mhrdh&bhishikta, which implies royalty. 
They formed a distinct tribe of princes or military 
nobility, and were by some reckoned superior to the 
Kshatriya. The son of a Br&hmana by a Vaitya 
woman was a Yaidya or Ambash^Aa; the offspring 
of a Kshatriya by a Vai«ya was a Mahishya, forming 
two tribes of respectable citizens. But if a greater 
disproportion of rank existed between the parents— 
if, for instance, a Br^hmana married a <Stldra, the 
o&pring of their marrii^, the Nishdda, suffered 
greater social penalties; he became impure, notwith¬ 
standing the nobility of his father. Marriages, again, 
between women of superior with men of inferior rs|ik 
were conmdered more objectionable than marriages of 
men of superior with women of inferior rank, a senti¬ 
ment which continues to the present day. 
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What is peculiar to the social system, as sanctioned 
by Hindu legislators, and gives it its artificial character, 
is their attempt to provide by minute regulations for 
the rank to be assignedL to new tribes, and to point 
out professions suitable to that rank. The tribes had 
each an internal government, and professions naturally 
formed themselves into companies. From this source, 
while the corporations imitated the regulations of 
tribes, a multitude of new and arbitrary tribes sprang 
up, the origin of which, as assigned by Manu and 
other legislators, was probably, as Colebrooke adxnits, 
more or less fanciful. 

In his ‘Bemarks on the Husbandry and Internal 
Commerce of Bengal,’ the subject of caste in its bear¬ 
ing on the social improvement of the Indian nation 
was likewise treated by Colebrooke. In reply to the 
erroneous views then prevalent as to the supposed 
barriers which caste placed against the free develop¬ 
ment of the Hindus, he writes:— 

‘ An erroneous doctrine has been started, as if the 
great population of these provinces could not avail to 
effect improvements, notwithstanding opportunities 
afforded by an increased demand for particular manu¬ 
factures or for raw produce: because, “ professions are 
hereditary among the Hindus; the offspring of men 
of one calling do not intrude into any other; profes¬ 
sions are confined to hereditary descent; and the 
prince of any particular manufacture cannot be 
extended according to the increase of the demand, but 
must depend upon the population of the caste, or tribe, 
which works on that manufacture: or, in other words, 
if ihe demand for any article should exceed tiie ability 
of fbe number of workmen who produce it, the de- 
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ficieney cannot be Bupplied by calling in assistance 
from other tribes/’ 

‘ In opposition to this tmfounded opinion, it is 
necessary that we not oidy show, as has been already 
done, that the population is actually sufficient for 
great improvement,* but we must also prove, that 
professions are not separated by an impassable line, 
and that the population affords a sufficient number 
whose religious prejudices permit, and whose inclina¬ 
tion leads them to engage in, those occupations 
through which the desired improvement may be 
effected. 

‘The Muselmans, to whom the argument above 
quoted cannot in any manner be applied, bear no 
inconsiderable proportion to the whole population. 
Other descriptions of people, not governed by Hindu 
institutions, are found among the inhabitants of these 
provinces: in regard to these, also, the objection is 
irrelevant. The Hindus themselves, to whom the 
doctrine which we combat is meant to be applied, 
cannot exceed nine-tenths of the population; pro¬ 
bably, they do not bear so great a proportion to the 
other tribes. They are, as is well known, divided 
into four grand classes; but the first three of them 
are much less numerous than the jSfidra. The aggre¬ 
gate of Br&hmana, Ejshatriya, and Yaisya may amount, 
at the most, to a fifth of the population; and even 
these are not absolutely restricted to their own ap¬ 
pointed occupations. Commerce and agriculture are 
universally permitted; and, under the designation of 
servants of the other three tribes, the /Sfidras seem to 
be allowed to prosecute any manufacture. 

* In this tribe are induded not only the true <9fidra8. 
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but alteo the several castes whose origin is ascribed 
to the promiscuous intercourse of the four classes. 
To these, also, their several occupations were as¬ 
signed; but neither are they restricted^ by rigorous 
injunctions, to their own appointed occupations. For 
any person unable to procure a subsistence by the 
exercise of his own profession may earn a livelihood 
in the calling of a subordinate caste, within certain 
limits in the scale of relative precedence assigned 
to each; and no forfeiture is now incurred by his 
intruding into a superior profession. It was, indeed, 
the duty of the Bhndu magistrate to restrain the 
encroachments of inferior tribes on the occupations of 
superior castes; but, under a foreign government, 
this restraint has no existence. 

‘In practice, little attention is paid to the limitations 
to which we have here alluded: daily observation 
shows even Br&hmanas exercising the menial profes¬ 
sion of a Shdra. We are aware that every caste 
forms itself into clubs, or lodges, consisting of the 
several individuals of that caste residing within a 
small distance; and that these clubs, or lodges, 
govern themselves by particular rules and customs, 
or by laws. But, though some restrictions and limi¬ 
tations, not founded on religious prejudices, are found 
among their by-laws, it may be received, as a general 
maxim, that the occupation appointed for each tribe is 
entitled merely to a preference. Every profession, 
with few exceptions, is open to every description of 
persons; and the discouragement arising from reli¬ 
gious prejudices is not greater than what exists in 
Great Britain from the effects of municipal and 
ocnrpotation laws. In Bengal, the numbers of people 
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actually willing to apply to any particular occupation 
are sufficient for the unlimited extension of any 
manufacture. 

‘ If these facts and observations be not considered 
as a conclusive refutation of the unfounded assertion 
made on this subject, we must appeal to the ex¬ 
perience of every gentleman who may have resided 
in the provinces of Bengal, whether a change of 
occupation and profession does not frequently and 
indefinitely occur? whether Br^hmanas are not 
employed in the most servile offices? and whether 
the Shdra is not seen elevated to situations of 
respectability and importance? In short, whether 
the assertion above quoted be not altogether destitute 
of foundation?’ 

It is much to be regretted that studies so auspici¬ 
ously begun were suddenly interrupted by a diplo¬ 
matic mission, which called Colebrooke away from 
Mirzapur, and retained him from 1798-1801 at 
Nagpur, the capital of Berar. Colebrooke himself 
had by this time discovered that, however distin¬ 
guished his public career might be, his lasting fame 
most depend on his Sanskrit studies. We find him 
even at Nagpur continuing his literary work, par¬ 
ticularly the compilation and translation of a Sup¬ 
plementary Digest. He also prepared, as far as this 
was possible in the midst of diplomatic avocations, 
some of his most important contributions to the 
'Asiatic Researches,' one on Sanskrit Ihosody, which 
did not appear till 1808, and was th^ styled an 
'Essay on Sanskrit and Prakrit Poetry;' one on the 
Vedas, another on Indian Theogonies (not published), 
and a critical treatise on Indian lants. At last, 
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in May i8oi, he left Nagpur to return to his post 
at Mirzapur. Shortly afterwards he was summoned 
to Calcutta, and appointed a member of the newly 
constituted Court of Appeal. He at the same time 
accepted the honorary post of Professor of Sanskrit 
at the college recently established at Fort William, 
without, however, taking an active part in the 
teaching of pupils. He seems to have been a 
director of studies rather than an actual professor, 
but he rendered valuable service as examiner in 
Sanskrit, Eeng&li, Hindustani, and Persian, In 1801 
appeared his essay on the Sanskrit and Prakrit 
languages, which shows how well he had qualified 
himself to act as professor of Sanskrit, and how well, 
in addition to the legal and sacred literature of the 
Br&hmans, he had mastered the belles Uttres of India 
also, which at first, as we saw, had rather repelled 
him by their extravagance and want’of taste. 

And here we have to take note of a fact which has 
never been mentioned in the history of the science of 
language, viz. that Colebrooke at that early time 
devoted considerable attention to the study of Com¬ 
parative Philology. To judge from his papers, which 
have neveir been published, but which are still in the 
possession of Sir E. Colebrooke, the range of his com- 
paHlsons was very wide, and embraced not only 
Sanskrit, Greek, and Latin with their derivatives, 
hot also the Germanic and Slavonic languages 
I The principal work, however, of this period of his 
Uyb was hia Sanskrit Grammar. Though it was never 
ffiblAed, it will always keep its place, like a classical 
Isrso, more admired in its unfinished state than other 
Srsrks which stand by its side, finished, yet leas 
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perfect. Sir E. Colebrooke has endeavoured to convey 
to the general reader some idea of the difficulties 
•which had to be overcome by those who, for the 
first time, approached the study of the native gram¬ 
marians, particularly of P 4 nini. But this grammatical 
literature, the 3,996 grammatical or rules, which 

determine every possible form of the Sanskrit language 
in a manner unthought of by the grammarians of any 
other country, the glosses and commentaries, one piled 
upon the other, which are indispensable for a suc¬ 
cessful unravelling of P&nini’s artful web, which start 
every objection, reasonable or unreasonable, that can 
be imagined, either against Pei.aini himself or against 
his interpreters, which establish general principles, 
roaster every exception, and defend all forms ap¬ 
parently anomalous of the ancient Vedic language,— 
all this together is so completely 8 ui generis, that 
those only who have themselves followed Colebrooke’s 
footsteps can appreciate the boldness of the first 
adventurer, and the perseverance of the first explorer 
of that grammatical labyrinth. Colebrooke’s own 
Grammar of the Sanskrit language, founded on the 
works of native grammarians, has sometimes been 
accused of obscurity, nor can it be denied that for 
those who ■wish to acquire the elements of the lan¬ 
guage it is almost useless. But those who kifow 
the materials which Colebrooke worked up in his 
Grammar, -will readily give him credit for what he 
has done in brining the indigeata moles which he 
found before him into something like order. He 
made the first step, and a very considerable step it* 
•was, in translating the strange phraseology of San¬ 
skrit grammarians into something at least intel- 
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ligible to European scholars. How it could have 
b^n imagined that their extraordinary grammatical 
phraseology was borrowed by the Hindus from the 
Greeks, or that its formation was influenced by the 
grammatical schools established, among the Greeks 
in Bactria, is difficult to understand, if one possesses 
but the slightest acquaintance with the character of 
either system, or with their respective historical 
developments. It would be far more accurate to 
say that the Indian and Greek systems of grammar 
represent two opposite poles, exhibiting the two 
starting-points from which alone the grammar of a 
language can be attacked—viz. the theoretical and 
the empirical. Greek grammar begins with philo¬ 
sophy, and forces language into the categories estab¬ 
lished by logic. Indian grammar begins with a mere 
collection of facts, systematises them mechanically, 
and thus leads in the end to a system which, though 
marvellous for its completeness and perfection, is 
nevertheless, from a higher point of view, a mere 
triumph of scholastic pedantry. 

Colebrooke’s grammar, even in its unfinished state, 
will always be the best introduction to a study of 
the native grammarians—a study indispensable to 
ev^^ sound Sanskrit scholar. In accuracy of state¬ 
ment it still holds the first place among European 
grammars, and it is only to be regretted that the 
references to P&nini and other grammatical authorities, 
which existed in Colebrooke’s manusmpt, should have 
been left out when it came to be printed. The modem 
BChbol of Sanskrit students has entirely reverted to 
Oolebrooke’s views on the importance of a study 
^e native grammarians. It is no longer considered 
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euflBcient to know the correct forms of Sanskrit de¬ 
clension or conjugation: if challenged, we must be 
prepared to sul^tantiate their correctness by giving 
chapter and verse from P&nini, the fountain-head of 
Indian grammar. If Sir £. Colebrooke says that 
‘Bopp also drew deeply from the fountain-head of 
Indian grammar in his subsequent labours,’ he has 
been misinformed. Bopp may have changed his 
opinion that ‘the student might arrive at a critical 
knowledge of Sanskrit by an attentive study of Foster 
and Wilkins, without referring to native authorities;’ 
but he himself never went beyond, nor is there any 
evidence in his published works that he himself tried 
to work his way through the intricacies of Pd.»ini. 

In addition to his grammatical studies, Colebrooke 
was engaged in several other subjects. He worked 
at the ‘Supplement to the Digest of Laws,’ which 
assumed very large proportions; he devoted some of 
his time to the deciphering of ancient inscriptions, in 
the hope of finding some fixed pointa in the history 
of India; he undertook to supply the Oriental syno- 
nymes for Roxburgh’s ‘ Flora Indica ’—a most laborious 
task, requiring a knowledge of botany as well as an 
intimate acquaintance with Oriental languages. In 
1804 and 1805, while preparing his classical essay on 
the Vedas for the press, we find him approaching 
the study of the religion of Buddha. In all th^ie 
varied researches, it is most interesting to observe 
the difierence between him and all the other contri- 
butors to the * Asiatic Researches’ at that time. They 
were all carried away by theories or enthusiasm; 
they wore all betrayed into assertions or otmjectures 
whieh often proved unfounded. Colebrooke alone, the 
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most hard-working and most comprehensive student, 
never allows one word to escape his peil^ for which 
he has not his authority; and when he speaks of 
the treatises of Wilford, he readily admits that 
they contain curious matter, but, as he expresses 
himself, ‘very little conviction.’' When speaking of 
his own work, as, for instance, what he had written 
on the Vedas, he says: ‘1 imagine my treatise on the 
Vedas will be thought curious; but, like the rest of 
my publications, little interesting to the general 
reader.’ * ' ' * 

In 1805, Colebrooke became President of the Court 
of Appeal—a high- and, as it would ^em, lacrative 
post, which made him unwilling to aspire to any 
other appointment. HiS leisure, though more limited 
than before, was devoted, as formerly, to his favourite 
studies; and in 1807 he accepted the presidency of 
the Asiatic Society—a post never before or after filled 
so worthily. He not only contributed himself several 
articles to the * Asiatic Eesearehes,’ published by the 
Society, viz. ‘On the Sect of Jina,’ ‘On the Indian 
tmd Arabic Divisions of the Zodiack,’ and ‘On the 
Frankincense of the Ancients;’ but he encouraged 
also many useful literary undertakings, and threw 
out, among other things, an idea which has but lately 
been carried out, viz. a CataU^ue raisonn^ of all that 
is extant in A<uatio literature. His own studies be¬ 
came more and more concentrated on the most ancient 
literaturd of India, the Vedas, and the question of 
their real antiquity led him again to a more exhaustive 
examination df the astronomical literature of the 
Brahmans. In all these research^ which were 
necessarily of a somewhat otngectural character. 
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Colebrooke was guided by bis usual caution. In* 
stead of attempting, for instance, a free and more 
or less divinatory translation of the hymns of the 
Rig-Veda, he began with the tedious but inevitable 
work of exploring the native commentaries. No one 
who has not seen Kis MSS., now preserved at the 
India Office, and the marginal notes with which the 
folios of S&yana’s commentary are covered, can form 
any idea of the conscientiousness with which he 
collected the materials for his essay. He was by no 
means a blind follow^ of S&yaua, or a believer in 
the infallibility of traditional interpretation. The 
question on which so much useless ingenuity has 
since been expended, whether in translating the Veda 
we should be guided by native authorities or by the 
rules of critical scholarship, must have seemed to him, 
as to every sensible person, answered as soon as it 
vras asked. He answered it by setting to work 
patiently, in order to find out, first, all that could 
be learnt from native scholars, and afterwards to 
form his own opinion. His experience as a practical 
man, his judicial frame of mind, his freedom from 
literary vanity, kept him, here as elsewhere, from 
falling into the pits of learned pedantry. It will 
seem almost incredible to later generations that 
German and English scholars should have wasted 
so much of their time in trying to prove, either that 
we should take no notice whatever of the traditional 
interpretation of the Veda, or that, in follbwing it, 
we ^ould entirely surrender our right of private 
judgment. Yet that is the controvert which has 
oocu{ned of late years some of our best Sanskrit 
•dbola^ which has filled otur journals with articles 
vot. n. s 
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as full of learning as of acrimony, and has actually 
divided the students of the history of ancient religion 
into two hostile camps Colebrooke knew that he 
had more useful work before him than to discuss the 
infallibility of fallible interpreters—a question handled 
with greaW ingenuity by the'Maimftnsaka philoso¬ 
phers than by any living casuists. He wished to 
leave substantial work behind him; and though he 
claimed no freedom from error for himself, yet he felt 
conscious of having done all his work carefully and 
honestly, and was willing to leave it, such as it was, to 
the jud^ent of his contemporaries and of posterity. 

Once only during the whole of his life did he 
allow himself to be drawn into a literary contro¬ 
versy; and here, too, he must have felt what most 
men feel in the end, that it would have been better 
if he had not engaged in it. The subject of the con¬ 
troversy was the antiquity and originality of Hindu 
astronomy. Much had been written for and against 
it by various writers, but by most of them without 
a full command of the necessary evidence. Cole¬ 
brooke himself maintained a doubtful attitude. He 
began, as usual, with a careful study of the somrces 
at that time available, with translations of Sanskrit 
treatises, with astronomical calculations and verifica¬ 
tions; but, being unable to satisfy himself, he ab¬ 
stained'from giving a definite opinion, Bentley, who 
had published a paper in which the uitiquity and 
originality of Hihdu astronomy were totally denied, 
was pro^bly aware that Colebroke was not con¬ 
vinced by his argummits. Wh^ therefore, an ad¬ 
verse eriUoism of his views appeared in the first 
numhex of the Edinboigh Beview, Bentley jumped 
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at the conclusion, that it was written or inspired by 
Colebrooke- Hence arose his animosity, which lasted 
for many years, and vented itself from time to time 
in virulent abuse of Colebrooke, whom Bentley accused 
not only of unintentional error, but of wilful misrepre¬ 
sentation and unfair suppression of the truth. Cole¬ 
brooke ought to have known that in the republic of 
letters scholars are sometimes brought into strange 
company. Being what he was, he need not—nay, he 
ought not—to have noticed such literary rowdyism. 
But as the point at issue was of deep interest to him, 
and as he himself had a much higher opinion of 
Bentley’s real merits than his reviewer, he at last 
vouchsafed an answer in the ‘ Asiatic Journal ’ of 
March, 1826. With regard to Bentley’s personalities, 
he says: ‘I never spoke nor wrote of Mr. Bentley 
with disrespect, and I gave no provocation for the 
tone of his attack on me.’ As to the question itself, 
he sums up his position with simplicity and dignity. 
‘ I have been no favourer,’ he writes, ‘ no advocate of 
Indian astronomy. I have endeavoured to lay before 
the public, in an intelligible form, the fruits of my 
researches concerning it. I have repeatedly noticed 
its imperfections, and have been ready to admit that 
it has been no scanty borrower as to theory.’ 

Colebrooke’s stay in India was a long one. He 
arrived there in 178a, when only seventeen years of 
age, and he left it in 1815, at the ago of fifty. During 
all this time we see him uninterruptedly engaged in 
his offimal work, and devoting all his leisure to literary 
labour. Hie results which we have noticed so far, 
were already astonishing, and quite sufficient to form 
a solid basis of his literary fauna. But we have by 
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no means exhausted the roll of his works. We saw 
that a ‘ Supplement to the Digest of Laws ’ occupied 
him for several years. In it he proposed to recast the 
whole title of inheritance, so imperfectly treated in 
the * Digest ’ which he translated, and supplement it 
with a series of compilations on the several heads of 
Criminal Law, Pleading, and Evidence, as treated by 
Indian jurists. In a letter to Sir T. Strange he speaks 
of the Sanskrit text as complete, and of the translation 
as considerably advanced; but it was not till i8io 
that he published, as a first instalment, his translation 
of two important treatises on inheritance, representing 
the views of different schools on this subject. Much 
of the material which he collected with a view of im¬ 
proving the administration of law in India, and bring¬ 
ing it into harmony with the legal traditions of the 
country, remained unpublished, partly because his 
labours were anticipated by timely reforms, partly 
because his official duties became too onerous to allow 
him to finish his work in a manner satisfactory to 
himself. 

But although the bent of Colebrooke’s mind was 
originally scientific, and the philological researches 
which have conferred the greatest lustre on his name 
grew insensibly beneath his pen, the services he 
rendered to Indian jurisprudence would deserve the 
highest praise and gratitude, if he had no other title 
to fame. Among his earlier studies he had applied 
himself to the Homan law with a zeal uncommon 
among Englishmen of his standing, and he has left 
behind him a treatise on tiiie Homan Law of Contracts. 
Whei^e directed the same powers of investigation 
to the sources of Indian law he found everything in 
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confusion. The texts and glosses were various and 
confused. The local customs which abound in India 
had not been discriminated. Printing was of course 
unknown; and as no supreme judicial intelligence and 
authority existed to give unity to the whole system, 
nothing could be more perplexing than the stote of 
the law. From this chaos Colebrooke brought forth 
order and light. The publication of the ‘ Day a-bh&ga,’ 
as the cardinal exposition of the law of inheritance, 
which is the basis of Hindu society, laid the foundation 
of no less an undertaking than the revival of Hindu 
jurisprudence, which had been overlaid by the Moham¬ 
medan conquest. On this foundation a superstructure 
has now been raised by the combined efforts of Indian 
and English lawyers: but the authority which is to 
this day most frequently invoked as one of conclusive 
weight and learning is that of Colebrooke. By the 
collection and revision of the andient texts which 
would probably have been lost without his inter¬ 
vention, he became in some degree the legislator of 
India. 

In 1807 he was promoted to a seat in Council 
—the highest honour to which a civilian, at the end 
of his career, could aspire. The five years’ tenure of 
his ofBce coincided very nearly with Lord Minto’s 
Qovemor-Qeneralship of India. During these five 
years the scholar be^me more and more merged in 
the statesman. His marriage also took jlAaoe at the 
same time, which was destined to be happy, but short. 
Two months after his wife’s death he sailed for Eng« 
land, determined to devote the rest of his life to the 
studies which had become dear to him, and which, as 
he now felt himself^ were to secure to him the honour- 
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able place of the father and founder of true Sanskrit 
scholarship in Europe. Though bis earliest tastes 
still attracted him strongly towards physical science, 
and though, after his return to England, he devoted 
more time than in India to ^tronomical, botanical, 
chemical, and geological researches, yet, as an author, 
he remained true to his vocation as a Sanskrit scholar, 
and he added some of the most important works to 
the long list of his Oriental publications. How high 
an estimate he enjoyed among the students of physical 
science is best shown by his election as President 
of the Astronomical Society, after the death of Sir 
William Herschel in 1832. Some of his published 
contributions to the scientific journals, chiefly on geo¬ 
logical subjects, are said to be highly speculative, which 
is certainly not the character of his Oriental works. 
Nay, judging from the tenour of the works which he 
devoted to scholarship, we should think that every¬ 
thing he wrote on other subjects would deserve the 
most careful and unprejudiced attention, before it 
was allowed to be forgotten ; and we should be 
glad to see a complete edition of all his writings, 
which have a character at once so varied and so 
profound. 

We have still to mention some of his more im¬ 
portant Oriental publications, which he either began or 
finished after his return to England. The first is his 
‘Algebra, with Arithmetic and Mensuration, from the 
Sanskrit of Brahmagupta and Bhiskara, preceded by 
a DissertaUon on the State of the Sciences as known 
to the Hindus,' Londem, 1817. It is still the standard 
work on the subject, and likely to remain so, as an 
intimate knowledge of mathematics is but seldom 
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combined with so complete a mastery of Sanskrit as 
Colebrooke possessed. He had been preceded by the 
labours of Burrow and E. Strachey; but it is entirely 
due to him that mathematicians are now enabled to 
form a clear idea of the progress which the Indians 
had made in this branch of knowledge, especially as 
regards indeterminate analysis. It became henceforth 
iiimly established that the ‘ Arabian Algebra had real 
points of resemblance to that of the Indians, and not 
to that of the Greeks; that the Diophantine analysis 
was only slightly cultivated by the Arabs ; and that, 
finally, the Indian was more scientific and profound 
than either.' Some of the links in his argument, 
which Colebrooke himself designated as weak, have 
since been subjected to renewed criticism ; but it is 
interesting to observe how here, too, hardly anything 
really new has been added by subsequent scholars. 
The questions of the antiquity of Hindu mathematics, 
of its indigenous or foreign origin, as well as the 
dates to be assigned to the principal Sanskrit writers, 
such as Bh 4 skara, Brahmagupta, Aryabhat/a, etc., are 
very much in the same state as he left them. And 
although some living scholars have tried to follow in 
his footsteps, as far as learning is concerned, they have 
never approached him in those qualities which are 
more essential to the discovery of truth than mere 
reading, viz. caution, itdmese, and modesty. 

Two events remain still to be noticed before we 
close the narrative of the quiet and useful years which 
Colebrooke spent in England. In 1818 he presented 
his extremely valuable collection of Sanskrit MSS. to 
Uie East India Company, and thus founded a treasury 
from whidi every student of Sanskrit has since drawn 
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his bifest supplies. It may be truly said, that without 
the free access to this collection—granted to every 
scholar, English or foreign—few of the really im¬ 
portant publications of Sanskrit texts, which have 
appeared during the last fifty years, would have been 
possible; so that in this sense also, Colebrooke deserves 
the title of the founder of Sanskrit scholarship in 
Europe. 

The last service which he rendered to Oriental 
literature was the foundation of the Royal Asiatic 
Society. He had spent a year at the Cape of Good 
Hope, in order to superintend some landed property 
which he had acquired there; and after his return to 
London in 1822, he succeeded in creating a society 
which should do in England the work which the 
Asiatic Society of Bengal, founded in 1784 at Calcutta 
by Sir W. Jones, had done in India. Though he 
declined to become the first president, he became the 
directof of the new society. His object was not only 
to stimulate Oriental scholars living in England to 
greater exertions, but likewise to excite in the Eng¬ 
lish public a more general interest in Oriental studies. 
There was at that time far more interest shown in 
France and Germany for the literature of the East 
than in England, though England alone possessed an 
Eastern Empire. Thus we find Colebrooke writing in 
one of his letters to Professor Wilson:— 

* Schlegel, in what he said of some of us (English 
Orientalists) and of o^r labours, did not purpose to be 
uncandid, nor to undervalue what has been done. In 
your summary of what he said you set it to the right 
a<» 30 unt. 1 am not personally acquainted with him, 
though in oorreapondenoe. I do think, with him, that 
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aa much has not been done by the English as might 
have been expected from us. Excepting you and 
me, and two or three more, who is there that has 
done anything 1 In England nobody cares about 
Oriental literature, or is likely to give the least 
attention to it.’ 

And again:— 

‘ I rejoice to learn that your great work on the In¬ 
dian drama may be soon expected by us. I anticipate 
much gratification from a perusal. Careless and in¬ 
different as our countrymen are, I think, nevertheless, 
you and I may derive some complacent feelings from 
the reflection that, following the footsteps of Sir W. 
Jones, we have, with so little aid of collaborators, and 
so little encouragement, opened nearly every avenue, 
and left it to foreigners, who are taking up the clue 
we have furnished, to complete the outline of what we 
have sketched. It is some gratification to national 
pride that the opportunity which the English have 
enjoyed has not been wholly unemployed.’ 

Colebrooke’s last contributions to Oriental learning, 
which appeared in the ‘ Transactions ’ of the newly- 
founded Royal Asiatic Society, consist chiefly in his 
masterly treatises on Hindu philosophy. In 1823 he 
read his paper on the S&nkhya system; in 1824 his 
paper on the Ny&ya and Vaiaeshika systems; in 1826 
his papers on the Mim&ns 4 ; and, in 1827, his two 
papers on Indian Sectaries and on the Ved&nta. 
These papers, too, still retain their value, unimpaired 
by later researches. They are dry, and t6 those not 
acquainted with the subject they may fail to give 
a living picture of the philosophical struggles of the 
Indian mind. But the statements which they contain 
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can, with very few exceptions, still be quoted as 
authoritative, while those who have worked their 
way through the same materials which he used for 
the compilation of his essays, feel most struck by the 
condseness with which he was able to give the results 
of his extensive reading in this, the most abstruse 
domain of Sanskrit literature. The publication of 
these papers on the schools of Indian metaphysics, 
which anticipated with entire fidelity the materialism 
and idealism of Greece and of modem thought, en¬ 
abled Victor Cousin to introduce a brilliant survey of 
the philosophy of India into his Lectures on the His¬ 
tory of Philosophy, first delivered, we think, in 1828. 
Cousin knew and thought of Colebrooke exclusively 
as a metaphysician. He probably cared nothing for 
his other labours. But as a metaphysician he placed 
him in the first rank, and never spoke of him without 
an expression of veneration, very unusual from the 
eloquent but somewhat imperious lips of the French 
philosopher. 

The last years of Colebrooke’s life were full of 
suffering, both bodily and mental. He died, after a 
lingering illness, on March 10, 1837. 

To many even among those who follow the progress 
of Oriental scholarship with interest and attention, the 
estimate which we have given of Colebrooke’s merits 
may seem too high; but we doubt whether from the 
inner circle of Sanskrit scholars, any dissentient voice 
will be raised against our awarding to him the first 
place amoni^ Sanskritists, both dead and living. The 
number of Sanskrit scholars has by this time become 
considerable, and there is hardly a country in Europe 
which nwy not be proud of some distinguished names. 
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En India, too, a nevr and most useful school of Sanskrit 
students is rising, who are doing excellent work in 
bringing to light the forgotten treasures of their 
country’s literature. But here we must, first of all, 
distinguish between two classes of scholars. There 
are those who have learnt enough of Sanskrit to be 
able to read texts that have been published and trans¬ 
lated, who can discuss their merits and defects, correct 
some mistakes, and even produce new and more cor¬ 
rect editions. There are others who venture on new 
ground, who devote themselves to the study of MSS., 
and who by editions of new texts, by translations of 
works hitherto untranslated, or by essays on branches 
of literature not yet explored, really add to the store 
of our knowledge. If we speak of Golebrooke as 
facile prineepe among Sanskrit scholars, .we are 
thinking of real scholars only, and we thus reduce the 
number of those who could compete with him to a 
much smaller compass. 

Secondly, we must distinguish between those who 
came before Golebrooke and those who came after 
him, and who built on his foundations. That among 
the latter class there are some scholars who have 
carried on the work b^un by Golebrooke beyond the 
point where he left it, is no more than natural. It 
would be disgraceful if it were otherwbe, if we had 
not penetrated further into the intricacies of P4uini, if 
we had not a more complete knowledge of the Indian 
systems of philosophy, if we had not discovered in 
the literature of the Yedio period treasures of which 
Golebrooke had no idea, if we had not improved the 
standards of critidsm which are to guide ns in the 
critical restoraUon of Sanskrit texts. But in all these 
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branches of Sanskrit sdiolarship those who have done 
the best work are exactly those who speak most 
highly of Colebrooke’s labours. They are proud to 
call themselves his disciples. They would decline to 
be consider^ his rivals. 

There remains, therefore, in reality, only one who 
could be considered a rival of Colebrooke, and whose 
name is certainly more widely known than his, viz. 
Sir William Jones. It is by no means necessary to 
be unjust to him in order to be just to Colebrooke. 
First of all, he came before Colebrooke, and had to 
scale some of the most forbidding outworks of San¬ 
skrit scholarship. Secondly, Sir William Jones died 
young, Colebrooke lived to a good old age. Were 
we speaking only of the two men, and their personal 
qualities, we should readily admit that in some respects 
Sir W. Jones stood higher than Colebrooke. He was 
evidently a man possessed of great originality, of 
a highly cultivated taste, and of an exceptional 
power of assimilating the exotic beauty of J^tem 
poetry. We may go even further, and fiankly admit 
that, possibly, without the impulse given to Oriental 
scholarship through Sir William Jones’s influence 
and example, we should never have counted Cole¬ 
brooke’s name among the professors of Sanskrit. 
But we are here speaking not of the men, but of 
the works which they left behind; and here the dif¬ 
ference between the two is enormous. The fact is, 
that Colebrooke was gifted with the critical conscience 
of a scholar,Sir W. Jones was not. Sir W. Jonas could 
not wish for high<»r testiinony in his favour than that 
of Colebrooke himself. Immediately after his death, 
C^ebrooke wrote to his fitther, June, 1794 :— 
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'Since I wrote to you ti^ world has sustained an 
irreparable loss in ^e death of Sir W. Jones. As 
a judge, as a constitutional lawyer, and for his amiable 
qualities in private life, he inust have been lost with 
heartfelt regret. But his loss as a literary character 
will be felt in a wider circle. It was his intention 
shortly to have returned to Europe, where the most 
valuable works might have been expected from his 
pen. Bis premature death leaves the results of his 
researches unarranged, and must lose to the world 
much that was only committed to memory, and much 
of which the notes must be unintelligible to those 
into whose hands his papers fall. It must be long 
before he is replaced in the same career of literature, 
if he ever is so. None of those who are now engaged 
in Oriental researches are so fully informed in the 
classical languages of the East; and I fear that, in 
the progress of their inquiries, none will be found 
to have such comprehensive views.’ 

And again:— 

'You ask how we are to supply his place? Indeed, 
but ill. Our president and future presidents may 
preside with dignity and propriety: but who can 
supply his place in diligent and ingenious researches ? 
Not even the combined efforts of the whole Society; 
and the field ia large, and few the cultivators.’ 

Still later in li^ when a reaction had set in, and 
the indiscriminate admiration of Sir W. Jones had 
given way to an equally indiscriminate depredation 
of his merits, Colebrooke, who was then the most 
competent judge, writes to his &ther:— 

*Ab for tlm other p<nnt yon moition, the use of 
a translation by Wilkins, without acknowledgment^ 
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I can bear testimony that Sir W. Jones’s own labours 
in Manu sufficed without the aid of a translation. 
Ho had carried an interlineary Latin version through 
all the difficult chapters; he had read the original 
three times through, and he had carefully studied 
the commentaries. This I know, because it appears 
clearly so from the copies of Manu and his commen¬ 
tators which Sir William used, and which I have 
seen. I must think that he paid a sufficient com¬ 
pliment to Wilkins, whei) he said, that without his 
aid he should never have learned Sanskrit. I observe 
with regret a growing disposition, here and in England, 
to depreciate Sir W. Jones’s merits. It has not 
hitherto shown itself beyond private circles and con¬ 
versation. Should the same disposition be manifested 
in print, I shall think myself bound to bear public 
testimony to his attainments in Sanskrit.’ 

Such candid appreciation of the merits of Sir W. 
Jones, conveyed in a private letter, and coming from 
the pen of the only person then competent to judge 
both of the strong and the weak points in the scholar¬ 
ship of Sir William Jones, ought to caution us against 
any inconsiderate judgment. Yet we do not hesitate 
to declare that, as Sanskrit scholars, Sir William Jones 
and Colebrooke cannot be compared. Sir William 
had explored a few fields only, Colebrooke had sur¬ 
veyed almost the whole domain of Sanskrit literature. 
Sir William was able to read fragments of epic poetry, 
a play, and the laws of Manu. But the really difficult 
works, the grammatical treatises and commentaries, 
the philosophical systems, and, before all, the immense 
literature of the Vedic period, were never seriously 
approached by him. Sir William Jones reminds us 
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sometimes of the dashing and impatient general who 
tries to take every fortress by bombardment or by 
storm, while Colebrooke never trusts to anything 
but a regular siege. They will both retain place.s 
of honour in our literary Walhallas. But ask any 
librarian, and he will admit that at the present day 
the collected works of Sir W. Jones are hardly ever 
consulted by Sanskrit scholars, whilo Colebrooke’s 
essays are even now passing through a new edition, 
and we hope Sir Edward Colebrooke will one day 
give the world a complete edition of his father's 
works. 



JULIUS MO-HL 

( 1800 - 1870 .) 

W HEN, in the beginning of the year 1876, the 
French papers announced the death of Julius 
Mohl, a member of the French Institute, and professor 
of Persian at the College de France, it was felt by 
Oriental scholars in France, England, Germany, and 
Italy, that not only had they lost a man on wliose 
kind sympathy, prudent advice, and ready help they 
could always rely, but that some centre of life, some 
warm-beating heart was gone, from which Oriental 
studies, in the widest sense of the word, had been 
constantly receiving fresh impulses and drawing active 
support. 

The French, better than any other nation, know 
how to do honour to their illustrious dead, and when 
the duty of writing Mohl’s ndcrobge, or bidding 
a last farewell to their confrh% was intrusted to 
such men as Laboulaye, Maury, Benan,Begnier,Br^l, 
and others, we may well believe that all that could 
be said of Mohl's Ufe and literary work was said at 
the time, and well said. 

The mere story of his life is soon told. It was 
what the world would call the uneventful life of 
a true scholar. Nor is there anything new that we 
could add to that simple story, as it was told at the 
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time of his death by his friends and biographers. 
His more special merits, too, as editor and translator 
of the great epic poem of Persia, the ‘ Bhah Nameh’ 
of Firdusi, have lately been so fully dwelt on by 
Persian scholars both in France and England, that 
little could be added to place his literary achieve¬ 
ments in a new and brighter light. Since his death, 
his widow has rendered one great service to her 
husband's memory by publishing his translation 9f 
the ‘ Shah Nameh,’ or the ‘ Livre des Rois,’ in a more 
accessible form^. But there still remains another 
duty to be performed to Mohl's memory, and that 
is a reprint of his annual reports on Oriental scholar¬ 
ship, delivered before the Asiatic Society of Paris, 
and now scattered about in the volumes of the 
Journal Asiatique’^. It is in these reports that we 
seem to read Mohl’s real life; and whoever wishes 
to study the history of Oriental learning in Europe, 
from 1840 to 1867, ‘the heroic age of Eastern studies,' 
as M. Rentm justly calls it, could not consult better 
archives than those contained in the ‘Rapports An- 
nuels faits k la Socidtd Asiatique, par M. J. Mohl.’ 

Before entering more fully on the importance of 
those reports, it may be useful to give, as shortly as 
possible, the main outlines of Mohl’s life, drawn partly 
from the biographical notices published at the time 

* *I>«ZiTi«<lesB(ria,par Abou'UcMim Flrdoa*!, tndait etcomment^ 

p*r pabU< par Madame MoU. Paris: Impriuieiie Na> 

tionale, 1878.’ 7 Tola. 8 to. 

* llieaa aaitiial reports ha^e ^noebeenoollected and published by his 
widow, Madmia MoU, Under the UUe of ‘ Viagt-Sept Ans d’Histoire 
dee jfcti^os Orientales, B^^ports Cuts k la Socidtd Aaiatiqne de Paris 
de 1840 k 1867 par dales Modd. Oumga pobUd par en : e rols. 
Psria, 1879-1880.* 
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of his death, partly from private papers kindly com- 
maniosted tp me by his widow and other members 
of his family. 

Julius Mohl was bom at Stuttgart the 23rd October, 
1800. His father was a high ofScial in the civil ser¬ 
vice of the kingdom of Wurtemberg, and his three 
brothers all rose to eminence in their respective 
branches of study—Robert, the eldest, as a jurist and 
liberal politician; Moritz, as a national economist; 
Hugo; as a botanist. The education of these four 
boys was carried on, as is generally the case in 
German families, as much at home as at school, for 
the German system of sending boys to a gymnasium, 
which is a Government day-school, throws a great 
deal of responsibility and actual work on the father 
and mother at home. As is generally the case with 
distinguished men, we hear that in the case of Mohl, 
too, his mother was a lady of a highly-cultivated 
mind, combining a great charm of manner with force 
and originality of character, and devoting herself 
quite as much to the training of her children as to 
the humbler cares of her household. Julius showed 
early signs of love of knowledge, though we may hope 
that his rising every day at four o’clock in the 
morning to read books, when a mere child, may be 
a slight exaggeration, such as often creep into the 
Evangtlia infanticB of men who have risen to great 
distinotion in after-life. Be that as it may, Julius 
Mohl finished his school career at eighteen, and went 
to Thbingen to study theol<^. He was a contem¬ 
porary there of Christian Baur, who afterwards be¬ 
came the fiHmder of the new critical school of theo¬ 
logy, commonly called the Tubingen school; and he 
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seems also to have made at that time the acquaintance 
of David StrftQSS. Becoming dissatisfied with the 
narrow and purely theological treatment of Chris¬ 
tianity, Hebrew proved to him, what it has proved 
to many scholars, a rail to slide from ecclesiastical 
to Oriental studies. ’ Though in 1822 he was actually 
appointed to a small living, Julius Mohl felt more 
and more attracted by Eastern studies, and resolved 
in 1823 to go to Paris, where alone at that time there 
existed in the College de France a school of Oriental 
learning. He attended at first the lectures of De 
Sacy on Arabic and Persian, and of Abel B^musat 
on Chinese. He did not at once, as is so much the 
fashion now, devote himself to one special language, 
but tried to become an Oriental scholar in the true 
sense of the word. He wished to become acquainted, 
as he expressed it himself at the time, ‘ with the ideas 
that have ruled mankind,’ particularly in the earliest 
ages of Eastern history. He seems soon to have en¬ 
deared himself to several of the leading Oriental 
scholars at Paris, and the society in which they 
moved, the charm of their manner and conversation, 
the largeness of their views, seem to have produced 
a deep impression on the mind of the young scholar, 
just escaped from Ike narrow chambers of the Tu¬ 
bingen seminary and tbe traditional teaching of its 
learned professora After all, there is no society more 
delightful than good French society; nor should it 
be forgotten that much of its ease, its lightness and 
brightness, is due, not only to perfect maimers, but 
to deeper causes, a gmieral kindliness of heart, and 
a znuih smallmr admixture of selfishness and self- 
righteousness than is found elsewhere. Alexander 

T a 
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von Ht^boldt was at that time in Paris, and the 
friendly :;relations which commenced thus early be¬ 
tween hijn and Mohl remained unaltered through 
life. Cuvier’s house also was open to young Mohl. 
In the Wurtemberg Oovqrnment, wishing to 

secuin ’the services of the promising young Orientalist, 
gave him a professorship of Oriental languages at 
Tubingen, allowing him at the same time to continue 
his studies at Paris. In 1830 and 1831 Mohl went 
to England, and here gained the friendship of several 
Oriental scholars, some of them servants of the old 
East India Company. He then seems to have con¬ 
ceived the plan of passing some years in India; and 
when he failed in this, he returned to Paris, which 
had already become his second home. 

At Paris he continued for some time his Chinese 
studies, and produced as their fruit his edition of a 
Latin translation of two of the canonical books, the 
‘Shi-kingV and ‘Y-king’ (1830, 1837, and 1839). 
These translations had been made by two Jesuits, 
Lacharme and Kdgis, in the first half of the last cen¬ 
tury, but had never been published. 

At the same time, Persian became more and more 
his »p 4 oial%t 4 . So early Us 1826 the French Govern¬ 
ment ttitrusted the young German student with an 
edition and translation of the ‘ Shah Nameh,’ the 
famous epic poem of FlrdusL The poem was to form 
part of the * Oolleetion Orientale,’» publication under¬ 
taken by Govmiment, and carried out in so mag¬ 
nificent and needlessly extravagant a style that it 
alt<^ther failed in the object for which it was in- 
tlaadsd, via.} to bring to light the treasures of Eastern 

undertaking became the 
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work of his life; nay, it was not quite finished at 
the time of his death. In preparation for his great 
work he published in 1829, with Olshausen, ‘Frag¬ 
ments Belatifs it la Religion de Zoroastre.* The 
printing of the first volume of the Persian epic began 
in the year 1833, and in the same year he resigned 
his professorship at Tubing^, where he had never 
lectured, and determined to settle at Paris. The first 
volume of the ‘Shah Nameh* appeared in 1838, the 
second in 1842, the third in 1846, the fourth in 1855, 
the fifth in 1866, the sixth in 1868. The last and 
concluding volume was left unfinished at his death, 
some portions of it having been destroyed at the 
time of the French Commune. His former pupil, and 
worthy successor at the College de France, M. Barbier 
de Meynard, undertook to finish the work of his 
friend and master; and we have it now before us in 
two forms^—^in the Edition de luxe, which the French 
Government uses for presents to people the least 
likely to make any use of it, and the reprint of 
the French translation only, in seven small octavo 
volumes, published at the expense of his widow, and 
likely to find its way into every library which pre¬ 
tends to contain the master-works of poetry in the 
principal lai^uages of the world. 

It would require an article by itself to show the 
importance of the VShah K|tm^* as one of the siat. 
or seven great national of the world, still more 
to explain the light yrhidi Elrdiui’s pobtry throws 
on tile intricate problem of the transition of mytho¬ 
logy into heroic poetry and actual history,. Nowhere 
can tiiat transition be watched to greater advmitage. 
No Petman <m reading the mq^loits Feridon would 
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&ret doubt that be was reading the history of one of 
the ancient kings of his country, nor would it be 
easier to convince him that the great Feridun was 
originally a purely mythological conception, than to 
convibce an ancient Greek or a .Greek scholar of to¬ 
day that Helena was a mere goddess, long before she 
became the wife of Menelaos, or that the siege of 
Troy was the reflection of a much more ancient 
siege. In Persia, fortunately, we can transcend the 
limits of epic poetry, and trace the names of some of 
the principal heroes of the ‘ Shah Nameh ’ in the cor¬ 
ruptions Which the names of the old deities of the 
Zend-avesta underwent in Pehlevi and Parsi. Feri¬ 
dun, as Eugfene Bumouf was the first to prove, occurs 
in Pehlevi as Fredun, and that Fredun is a corrup¬ 
tion of the Zend ThraStaona, corresponding to a 
Sanskrit form, Traitana, a patronymic of the Vedic 
ged Trita. The tyrant, Zohak, of the epic poem is 
likewise, as Burnouf was again the first to point out, 
the same ai the Ashi dahaka of the Zend-avesta, 
whom even Firdusi Still knows as Ash dahak, while 
the true explanation of his nature and real origin 
can only be found in the Ahi, the serpent of Vedic 
mytholc^y. We can see in Persia, step by step, the 
growth of mythology, of l^nd, and at last of his¬ 
tory} while in other countries we generally have the 
second or third stages only, and must firequently 
depend on the etymology of the names of half-his- 
torioal, half-legendary heroes, or appeal to the cha¬ 
racter of their exploits, in order to show that an 
Odysseus, no than 0 WillilUn Tell, was evolved 
ftom 'the OonsoioUsneBs,’ and was never seen, 
whotlwr In Hfaaca or Switzerland, in flesh and Mood. 
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Some of these questions, particularly the character of 
the materials collected and used by Firdusi when 
composing his epic, are fully treated in the prefaces 
to ^e different volumes of Mohl's edition of the 
‘Shah Nanjeh,’ and they deserve to be carefully 
considered by every student of comparative myth¬ 
ology. 

By accepting the task of editing and translating 
the ‘ SbtJbi Nameh,' for the French Government, Mohl 
must have seen that he would have to spend the best 
years of his life in France. 

It has sometimes been a matter of surprise why 
llohl should have declined to return to the university 
of Tubingen, which was so anxious to receive him back, 
and should have preferred to live and work at Paris. 
He himself, when asked in later life, found it difficult 
to give an answer. But first of all it should be re¬ 
membered that in 1830 men were still far more 
cosmopolitan than after 1848, and that Paris was 
then the most cosmopolitan city in the world. 

We may quote on this point the opinion of M. Kenan 
in his ‘j^pport sur les travaux du Conseii de la 
Soci^td Asiatique,' in 1876;— 

‘Le meilleur ^it,’ he says, ‘du grand et liberal 
esprit qui rdgna en Europe depuis la fin des orages de 
la Rdvolntion et de I'Empire jusqu'A la funeste ann^e 
qui a ddchaind de nouveau le typhon de la haine et 
du mal, fut la fadlitd avec laquelle Thomme voud A 
une oeuvre sociale consentait k transporter ses apti¬ 
tudes et le libre exereiee de son activity dans un 
pays difi^rmkt du sien. H r^uiltiut de lA des ^changes 
exoeUentes de dons (qpposds, dee melanges fdconds 
pour le progrbs de la civilisation. Et oomme une 
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pem^e Txnim^int httute pr^idait k des changements 
de patrie, le pays le plus hospitaller dtait celui qui eix 
bdndfidait le plus.’ 

Secondly, friendships, and more than friendships, 
seem to have had much to do with his unwillingness 
to leikve Paris. Such men as Be Sacy, Edmusat, 
Fautiel, Fresnel, Saint-Martin, Ampfere, Eugene Bur- 
nouf, were not easy to find at Tubingen. Nor was 
there, in the then prevailing state of Government, any 
place in Germany where a young professor would 
have found such a sphere of usefulness and inde¬ 
pendence as Mohl had at Paris. He was able to live 
there -pn easy and pleasant terms, not only with the 
greatest scholars of the day, but also with such men 
as Guizot, Villemain, Cousin, Thiers, and others, all 
of them at a later time his colleagues as members of 
the Institute, and at the same time Ministers of State, 
i*0^y«to listen to his counsels, and willing to carry 
out any plans that he or his friends might submit 
to them for the furtherance of Oriental studies. Nor 
must it be forgotten that his being a foreigner was at 
that time a recommendation rather than an impedi¬ 
ment itt his career at Paris. Mohl was not only wel¬ 
come to do the work or take a place for which no 
Frenchman happened to care, but the highest and 
most honourable appointments were given to him in 
no grudging spirit. In 1844 he was elected a mem¬ 
ber of the French Institute; in 1847 he received the 
chair .of Persian at the College de France; and in 
1859 he tras appointed Inspector of the Oriental 
I>l^partment at the Imperial Press. While these ap- 
'pointanmits gave him an independent and honpnred 
positi<m among his Frmrah colleagnes, he was aUe to 
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dev6te a considerable' poriioiii of his leisure to the 
SodM Aiiatique, of which h» was first the assistant 
secretary, then the secretary, and finally the presi¬ 
dent- That society was in fact his pet child through 
good and evil days, and it was through that society 
that Mohl rendered tbe most valuable and most per¬ 
manent services to Oriental scholarship. 

The best record of these services is to be found 
in the Annual Reports delivered by him regularly 
every yemr from 1840 to 1867. It is but seldom 
that he tells us what share he himself has had in en¬ 
couraging, guiding, and supporting the work of other 
scholars. Still we can recognise his hand in several 
of the most brilliant discoveries of those days. He 
generally begins his annual address by giving an ac¬ 
count of the work done by the members of the 
Asiatic Society during the year. He dwells on the 
losses sustained by the death of some of its promi¬ 
nent associates, and some of his biographical notices 
are perfect gems. We need only mention his ndero- 
logts of James Prinsep, Gesenius, Csoma Kdriisi, 
Schlegel, Bumouf, Lee, Fresnel, Hammer PurgstaU, 
Wilson, and Woepke, After enumerating the prin¬ 
cipal papers published during the year in the Joulnal 
of tire Asiatic Society, and dwelling on the larger 
literary undertakings, which the society had either 
recommended for Government support or supported, 
out of its own resources, Mohl passes.in review all 
Oriental publications, whether in French, English, 
Oerman, Italian, or some even of the Eastern lan¬ 
guage, which seemed to him to constitute a real 
addition to tim stodc of Oriental learning in Europe. 
Seholan whose works are recorded in those page 
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may well look upon such record as the Greek cities 
looked upon the honour of .being mentioned in 
Homer's catalogue. There is perhaps more praise 
than blame in Mohl’s judgments, yet to those who 
have ears to hear, it is easy tp perceive where he 
looks upon any publication as a real and permanent 
conquest of new territory, or as mere skirmishing 
and reconnoitring in search of literary glory. It 
would be impossible, of course, to give anything like 
an adequate account of the work performed by Mohl 
in his annual censorship in every branch of Oriental 
learning. But we think it due to his memory to 
show, at least in one case, how he suggested and 
silently directed discoveries, the credit of which he 
was himself the first to ascribe and to leave un¬ 
diminished to others. 

One of the most brilliant and truly light-bringing 
discoveries of our age has no doubt been the un¬ 
earthing of the palaces of Babylon and Nineveh, and 
still more, the deciphering of the wedge-shaped in- 
seriptipna with which the walls of those ancient 
palaces were covered. 

V one asked any educated Englishman, supposing 
he mured at all about Oriental antiquities, who it was 
that discovered the bulls at Nineveh, he would 
answer. Sir Austen Layard. And if he were asked 
'tThth first deciphered the cuneiform inscriptions, ho 
.would say, Sir Henry Rawlinson. Yet Iwth these 
iitatements are utterly and entirely wrong, and we 
have tlw teas hesitation in aajring so, because Sir 
jilusten Layard's merits in brinj^g the Nineveh Imlls 
sAid many ^tlfcher antiquities to ]i^t, aad Sir Heniy 
KawUmmh’s amsita in copying and translating some 
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of the most important cuneiform inscriptions, are so 
great that they are the very last persons who would 
wish to see themselves bedecked with feathers not 
their own*. Long before Sir Austen Layard ever 
thought of Nineveh^ and before Sir Henry Rawlinson 
published any of the cuneiform inscriptions of Be- 
histun, we find M. Hohl pointing out to his French 
friends the importance of the discoveries that might 
be made on the historic soil of Mesopotamia. He 
was then already carrying on an active correspond¬ 
ence with Schultz, the unfortunate traveller, who 
had been sent to Armenia to copy the arrow-headed 
inscriptions which were known to exist in the old 
castle of Van. In the very first of his reports, of the 
year 1840, Mohl had to announce the death of 
Schultz, who was murdered while engaged in copying 
these inscriptions. It was Mohl who rescued his 
papers from oblivion, and who urged the French 
Government to publish the most important materials 
collected by his unfortunate friend. He tells us at the 
same time, in the same report of 1840, what had been 
hitherto achieved in the deciphering of the cuneiform 
alphabet. After Grotefend had proved that these 
bundles of wedges with which the walls of the 
ancient palaces of Persepolis were covered, were 
really meant for inscriptions, consisted, in fact, of 
consonants and vowels, and exhibited clearly at the 
beginning of certain inscriptions the names an<£ titles 
of Darius and Xerxes, kings of kings, kings of Perua, 
littile progmas had been made rill the year 1856, in 
whidh Bunmof and Laasen published, ‘almost eon- 
tenipomtieoasly, their Meonoixs on the Cuneiform In- 
*e(ipt«]Os, them aeoessiblB from the copies made by 
* Sm Not* oa p. 384. 
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Niebulir during his Persian travels, and by Schultz. 
The results at which they arrived were almost identi¬ 
cal; but the first idea which proved so effective in 
unlocking the remaining secrets of those ancient 
documents, i,e. the looking in them, not only for the 
proper names of kings such as Cyrus, Darius, and 
Xerxes, but also for geographical names, more par¬ 
ticularly the names of the provinces of the Empire of 
Darius, seems to have come from Bumouf, By the 
labours of these two pioneers, the whole alphabet of 
the Persian cuneiform inscriptions had been recovered: 
there remained only a few doubtful letters, some of 
which were cleared up soon after by Beer at Leipzig, 
and by Jacquet at Paris. One letter only, the m, re¬ 
mained to be determined by Rawlinson, while the 
discovery of inherent vowels was due, at a still later 
date, to Hincks and Oppert. 

What was at that time most sorely wanted was a 
new supply of trustworthy copies. The inscriptions 
of Hamadan were furnished in Schultz’s papers. 
Rich completed those of Persepolis. The great de¬ 
sideratum was an accurate copy of the trilingual in¬ 
scriptions of Behistun. Schultz, who was to have 
copied it, had been murdered. It was known, how- 
eVw, that Colonel Rawlinson was in possession of a 
copy of at least three out of its four columns, and 
MoU, so early as 1840, expressed a hope that this 
copy wOuld be published immediately, to satisfy the 
^^patience of idl Oriental scholars. 

. Though this hope was not then realised, we find 
ilohl indefatigable in urging on his friends in Paris 
and dsewhere the necessity of collecting new ma- 
toriala. In his report of tiie year 1843, he calls 
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attention to the first publication of Oriental cylinders 
by A. Cullimore, and to a similar collection then 
preparing under the auspices of M. Lajard, a French 
scholar, best known by his vast researches on the 
worship of Mithra, and not to be confounded with 
Austen Henry Layard, who will appear later on the 
stage. In the same year Mohl announces a more im¬ 
portant fact. M. Botta, then French Consul at Mosul, 
had carried on excavations at Nineveh, encouraged to 
do so by M. Mohl. M. Maury, as President of the 
Acad^mie des Inscriptions et Belles-lettres, tells us: 
‘C’est surtout d’aprbs ses indications que Botta re- 
trouvait les restes des palais des rois de Ninive.’ 
Botta's first attempts were rewarded by the wonder¬ 
ful discovery of Assyrian bas-reliefs and iuscriptions. 
Mohl, on communicating M. Botta’s letters to the 
Asiatic Society of Paris, says, ‘These are the only 
specimens of Assyrian sculpture which have hitherto 
come to light, and the excavations of M. Botta will 
add an entirely new chapter to the history of ancient 
art.’ The French Government, justly proud of the 
discoveries of its consul, lost no time in securing the 
treasures he had found. Mohl did all he could to 
persuade the French authorities to give Botta the aid 
he required in order to continue his explorations, and 
he impressed on the members of the Asiatic Society 
the duty of publishing as many of the newly-dis¬ 
covered inscriptions as their means would allow. 
He felt, in fact, very sanguine at that time, that 
after the progress which Bumouf and Lassen had 
made in deciphering the first class of these inscrip¬ 
tions, namely, the Persian—the two other classes, 
the so-called Median and Babylonian, would soon 
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have to surrender their secrets likewise. They were 
all written with the same wedge-shaped letters, n.n<^ 
though it was easy to see that the number of in¬ 
dependent signs, or groups of wedges, was far larger 
in the Median than in the Persian, and again far 
larger in the Babylonian than in the Median in¬ 
scriptions, yet as there existed trilingual documents, 
^d as it was known in particular that the great 
inscription of Behistun was repeated three times, on 
three different tablets, in three different alphabets, 
and in three different languages, it seemed but natural 
that after the Persian edict had been deciphered, the 
Median and Babylonian could offer no very formid¬ 
able resistance. In this expectation M. Mohl and his 
friends, as we shall see, were sadly disappointed. 
Still, every year brought some new light, and in 
every one of hie annual addresses M. Mohl reports 
progress with unflagging enthusiasm. 

In 1844 he says:— 

‘it was reserved for a member of your society, 
M. Botta, to lift a corner of that veil with which 
time ha 4 covered the history of Mesopotamia. Last 
year he wrote to you that he had found at Khorsa- 
bad, at about five leagues’ distance from Nineveh, the 
ruins of a building covered with sculptures and in¬ 
scriptions. The excavations which he has carried on 
since have only added to the importance of his dis¬ 
coveries. Everything at present seems to show, 
these ruins are truly Assyrian; but much more 
abundant materials wiU soon be forthcoming. The 
French Government has sent M. Flandin to make 
drawings on the spot. M. Botta himself has bought 
the whole village beneath which the rums are found. 
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and the Lottvre will soon possess a splendid museum 
of Assyrian antiquities.' 

But while thus telling the world of the wonders re¬ 
vealed from year to year in the Assyrian Herculaneum 
and Pompeii, Hohl never ceased to point out the duty 
incumbent on Oriental scholarship in Europe of de¬ 
ciphering the three cuneiform alphabets, and reading 
the three ancient languages in which the old kings of 
Babylon, Nineveh, Media, and Persia had recorded 
their achievements for the benefit of future genera¬ 
tions. He dwells again and again on the labours of 
Mr. Rawlinson, the fortunate Consul-General at Bag¬ 
dad, who was in possession of the great trilingual 
Behistun inscription, and therefore was supposed to 
hold in his hand the key that would unlock, not only 
the remaining secrets of the Persian, but likewise the 
as yet only guessed at contents of the Median and 
Babylonian tablets. Yet that inscription was still 
withheld, and such was the impatience of the learned 
public in Europe for new materials and new light, 
that the small kingdom of Denmark sent Westergaard 
to Persia, to copy cuneiform inscriptions, and to study 
the ancient language of the Zend-avesta, which, as 
Bumouf had shown, supplied in reality the most ad¬ 
vanced trench firom which the language of the Persian 
mountain records of Gyrus, Darius, and Xerxes could 
be attacked. A large number of the Assyrian inscrip¬ 
tions copied by Flandin and Coste were published in 
i 844> &t the expense of the French Government. 
Many hands were at w(Mrk, if not to dedipher these in¬ 
scriptions, at least to draw up lists of all the letters, 
which, in tihe Assyrian and Babylonian alphabet, 
amounted to several hundreds instead of the thirty- 
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three consonants and vowels of the Persian; to find 
out, in various transcripts of the same inscription, 
what letters could be replaced by other letters, which 
signs were ideographic, which syllabic, which phonetic; 
in,fact to carry out some kind of preliimnary sifting, 
and to establish & certain order ih what sedmed at first 
a mere chaos of arrows and wedges. A real assault, 
it was felt,'would be premature until the Behistun in¬ 
scription ‘ became piihlici juris. It was known then 
that Colonel Bawlinson had copied as much as four 
hundred and fiftyr lines of Persian text, containing 
probably ten times as many words as all the other 
Persian inscriptions put together. Coste and Flandin 
had been on the spot, and had prepared careful draw¬ 
ings of the sculptures of Behistun, representing Darius 
with his captive kings before him, protected by Aura- 
mazda, the god of the Avesta, called Ahuramazda in 
Zend, and Ormazd in modern Persian. But the most 
important part of the monument, the inscriptions, they 
had j^eft uncopied. 

The next year, 1845, brings us news of the unearth¬ 
ing of the first complete palace. M. Botta had then 
two hundred workmen at his disposal, consisting 
chiefly of those u nfortunate Nestorians who had 
escaped being massacred by the Kurds.. Two thousand 
metres of wall covered with inscriptiras and bas-reliefs 
were laid open, one hundred and thirty bas-reliefs 
were copied by M. Flandin, two hundred inscriptions 
were carefully transcribed by M. Botta. The most 
striking specimens of the Assyrian sculptores had 
been shipped oflT on the Tigris, and had imtually 
arrived at Bagdad, ready to be taken to Paris. There 
were only the two gigantic bulls, hnd two statues of 
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men throtUing lions in their arms still vraiting to be 
packed with care. M. Botta was expected back at 
Paris, and his whole museum was to follow as soon as 
the shallow Tigris would allow it. 

The best amount of what had been achieved in re¬ 
covering the antiquities of Mesopotamia up to the 
year 1H45 may be found in * Lettres de M. Botta sur 
ses d^ouvertes Ik Ehorsabad prbs de Ninive, publi^es 
par M. Mohl, Paris, 1845.’ We have only to add that 
Westeigaard was then publishing his &8t essay on 
the Median inscriptions, and that Colonel Rawlinson's 
papers containing the Persian text of the Behistun 
inscriptions complete, about one-third of the Median 
and one-tenth of the Babylonian tablets, were in the 
hands of Mr. Norris, the indefatigable secretary of the 
Royal Asiatic Society in London, 

. In 1846 Mr. Layard appears on the stage. Attracted 
by the fame of Botta’s discoveries, he set to work dig¬ 
ging at Nineveh with that pluck, that energy, and at 
the same time that discriminating judgment which he 
has since shown on other occasions. There was 
enough, and more than enough, to disinter for both 
France and England ; yet there can be no doubt that 
England, leaving its representatives far greater free¬ 
dom of action than France, obtained in the end far 
greater reealts, oiHng chiefly to the enei^y and un- 
daunted perseverance of such men as ^wlinson, 
I*yard, and Loftus. Cargoes of antiquities soon 
arrived in London. One was unfortunately wrecked 
on its way firom Bombay. In France the Government 
seemed ’satisfied with the collection sent home by 
Botta, and spent large sums on publishing the descrip¬ 
tion of his discovert in so extravagant a style that 

VOL. IL u 
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again its very object was defeated. This is a point on 
which Mohl speaks out in almost every one of his reports. 
Doing full justice to the French Chambers, and their 
liberal grants for sending out learned expeditions and 
publishing their results, he shows that the sumptuous 
way in which these works are got up, and the enor¬ 
mous price at which they are sold, keep them alto¬ 
gether from those in whose hands alone they would 
be most useful. He shows how much more sensible 
and practical the English system is of leaving the pub¬ 
lication of such works to private enterprise, and he 
tells the Government that while Mr. Layard’s works 
on Nineveh are read in thousands of copies, yielding 
at the same time a good profit both to author and 
publisher, M. Botta’s ‘Monuments de Ninive,’ pub¬ 
lished at an enormous expense by Government (Paris, 
1848), was so dear that the two men who would have 
made the best use of it, Mr. Rawlinsonand Mr. Layard, 
were unable to buy it. Here was indeed a reductio 
ad absurduntf but like other reductios of the same 
kind, it seems only to have confirmed the Government 
in its perverse course. 

In 1848 M. Mohl is able to announce that Rawlin- 
son’s paper on the Behistun inksription has been pub¬ 
lished at last in the Journal of the Royal Asiatic 
Society for 1847. Though at that time there were no 
more discoveries to be made in deciphering the alpha¬ 
bet of the Persian cuneiform inscriptions, yet the pub¬ 
lication and translation of so large a document marked 
a new epoch in the study of Persian antiquities. How 
well the alphabet was known at that time Was best 
shown by the fact that Mr. Norris, then secretary of 
the Asiatic Society in London, was able to point out 
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nistakes in tlie copies of the Behistun inscription sent 
lome by Colonel Rawlinson, with the same certainty 
IS a Latin scholar would correct clerical blunders in 
i Latin inscription. Mohl, though fully recognising 
l,he principle that priority of publication constitutes 
priority of discovery,* does the fullest justice to Baw- 
linson’s industry and perseverance, and to the real 
genius with which he had performed his own peculiar 
task. 

After Rawlinson’s Memoir was published, the Per¬ 
sian cuneiform inscriptions were disposed of; their 
ancient texts could thenceforth be read with nearly 
the same certainty as an ancient Greek or Latin in¬ 
scription. The question now w^as, what could be done 
for the Median and Assyrian inscriptions! Wester- 
gaard had proved that the language of the second class 
of the so-called Median inscriptions was Scythian or 
Turanian. With regard to the third class, the inscrip¬ 
tions found at Babylon and Nineveh, all scholars who 
were then at work on them, such as Grotefend, 
Lowenstem, Longperier, De Saulcy, Hincks, were 
agreed that they were written in a Semitic dialect. 
The inscriptions of Van only gave rise to doubts, and 
Hincks, in a paper ‘ On the Inscriptions at Van,’ 
suspected that they were composed in an Aryan lan- 
guage. 

The difficulties, however, of reading either the Median 
or the Assyrian inscriptions, even after the Behistun 
texts had been published, were &r greater than had 
been expected. First of all, the Median and Baby¬ 
lonian transcripts at Behistun were imperfect. Se- 
oondly, they were written in an alphabet timt was not 
only, like the Egyptian, at the same time ideographic, 

V 2 
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syllabic, and phonetic, bnt, what was much worse, 
employed the same sign to express different powers, 
and different signs to express one and the same power. 
We ^ter in fact into the long controversy of the 
Polyphony and Homophony of the Babylonian alpha¬ 
bet, a problem which made several scholars give up 
the whole matter as hopeless, which roused a general 
scepticism among Oriental scholars, and still more 
among the public at large, and which even now, after 
twenty years of continued research, continues a con¬ 
stant stumblingblock to .Assyrian and Babylonian 
scholarship. 

Mohl was fully aware of all these difficulties, but he 
goes on year after year announcing new triumphs, and 
exhoi'ting to new victories. In 1849, the French Go- 
verzunent withdrew its patronage from the field of 
excavation. M. Botta was removed from Mosul to 
Jerusalem, and the rich mine which he had opened 
was left to be worked by Mr. Layard. At home the 
chief advance made in deciphering was in the Median 
line. Colonel Bawlinson had succeeded in copying 
nearly the whole of the Median text at Behistun, and 
promised to send his copies home; M. de Saulcy gave 
the results of his own independent studies, on the 
Median insrariptions, so far as they w«« then known, 
in several papers contributed to Journal Atiaiique. 

In 1851, we receive the first a(MX)unt of Mr. Layaxd’s 
splendid discoveries at Koyuqjik, and somewhat later 
at Babylon. This Koyuiyik proved the richest field 
of Assyrian discovery. Q^ere are within the precincts 
at Nineveh two artificial MUoeks, the one c^ed the 
Koyniyik, the other the Nabbi Yunus. It was tiie 
fiocSMr whirii yi^ded its treasmeB to Boropean «xca> 
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vators, while ihe latter, beiQg supposed to contain the 
bones of the prophet Jonah, and protected by a mosque, 
was considered too ea(cred to be surrendered to them. 
The Pasha of Mosul, howevor, though forbidding the 
infidels to disturb the peace of the prophet Jonah, had 
no scruples in diggingfhimself, and his labours were soon 
rewarded by two bolls, nineteen feet high, which were 
not exactly what he was looking for. (Eapport, 1856, 
p. 49.) At the same time Mr. Loftus was sent to the 
Loww Euphrates to explore the ruins of Warka and 
Senkereh, while another expedition to Susah was in 
contemplation at the expense of the English Govern¬ 
ment. 

At home the linguistic excavations were carried on 
quietly by Botta, De Saulcy, Rawlinson, Norris, and 
especially by the Rev. E. EQncks, who at that time 
was the most advanced pioneer, and the first to lay 
the solid foundation for a grammatical study of the 
Assyrian language. His labours, scattered about in 
different journals, are now in danger of being almost 
forgotten; and it would be but a just tribute to his 
memory if the Irish Academy or some of his surviving 
firiends and admirers were to publish a collected edi¬ 
tion of his numerous toough not voluminous contri¬ 
butions to the study of the cuneiform inscriptions. 

In 1853, Mohl reports witii great satisfaction that 
M. Place, the suct^ssor of M. ^tta as French consul 
at Mosul, has been directed to continue excavations. 
His labours at Khorsabad were soon rewiwded by 
most valuable results. * He found new halls, snbter- 
raneaa vaults, long passages in ttaameUed bricks, 
Assyrian statues, the cellar of the castle containing 
vessab jrtill filled with dried-up Uqoon^ bas-reliriis, 
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inscriptions, Nicies in ivory and metal, and, quite 
recently, a dep6t of iron and steel instruments, and a 
gate of the town or the palace in splendid preserva¬ 
tion, covered in by a vault supported on botb sides by 
bulls, and built in enamelled and ornamental bricks.’ 
In spite of these splendid discoveries, which, as M. 
Mohl said, would at last bring the Assyrian Museum 
at the Louvre up to the level of the British Museum, 
the French Government, it was feared, would again 
stop M. Place, as they had stopped M. Botta, in the 
midst of his campaign. M. Mohl did all he could to 
plead the cause of Assyrian discovery before the 
Soci^td Asiatique, before the Institute, before the 
Ministers, and it was again chiefly due to his never- 
ceasing intercessions that his friend M. Fresnel, who 
had been for years devoting himself to the collection 
of Himyaritie inscriptions in the south of Arabia, was 
sent out with MM. Oppert and Thomas, at the head of 
a well-equipped scientific expedition, destined to ex¬ 
plore the ruins in the baisin of the Lower Euphrates. 
When the disturbed state of the country frustrated 
the original intention of Fresnel’s expedition, he and 
his companions concentrated their work on Babylon. 
At about the same time Mr. Loftus was hard at work 
at Susah, and had discovered there a palace like those 
of Persepolis, and inscriptions in the Persian cuneiform 
characters of the time of Artaxerxes. Mr. Layard had 
published an account of his wonderful discoveries at 
Koyui^ik, and had explored a large portion of Lower 
Mesopotemia, the ruins of Arban, Van, Babylon, Niffiur, 
arid Ealah Shezghak At home, Bawlinson’e Mmnoir 
Ob the Babylonian text of ^e Bririston ina(»riptkm 
had been published in the fourte^rii Trdmae irf the 
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Journal of the Boyal Asiatic Society (1851), and in 
the first number of the fifteenth volume of the same 
Journal (1853). Mr. Norris,>in publishing for the first 
time the Median transcript the same document, had 
confirmed Westergaard’s opinion that its language 
was Turanian, without determining, however, whether 
it was more closely allied to the Turkish or to the 
Finnish branch of that extensive family, or rather 
class, of speech. 

In the next year, 1854, while Mr. Loftus was con¬ 
tinuing his work at Warka and Senkereh in Lower 
Mesopotamia, while Mr. Bassau was hard at work for 
England at Koyunjik, M. Mohl has to announce that 
the French Government has really stopped the exca¬ 
vations undertaken with so much success at Khorsabad 
by M. Place. The next year brings sadder tidings 
still. That precious cargo, containing the harvest of 
the combined labours of M. Place at Khorsabad and 
M. Fresnel at Babylon, was completely wrecked at 
Basra on its voyage home. Fresnel, who for years 
had held his own against the Government, who had 
declined to be recalled, and was meditating at Bagdad 
the establishment of an archaeological school, on the 
model of the French school at Athens, died in 1855, 
and with his death the excavations in the East at the 
exx>ense of tiie French Government came to an end. 
While Loftus was still collecting fresh materials among 
the ruins of Mugheir, Abu S h a hre i n, Tel Sifr, Sen¬ 
kereh, Warka. and Niffar; while Bawlinson was 
looking for new treasures at Babylon, nothing re¬ 
mained to the F^ch npedition, now entrusted to 
M. Jules Oppert, but to save what could be saved, and 
to return home. With Frasnel's dei^ M. Mohl's in- 
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terest in the antiquities of Mesopotamia seems to flag. 
In spite of his constant efforts, the enterprises which 
he had encouraged and directed had not led 4 o the re¬ 
sults which he anticipated. Even the deciphering of 
the Babylonian and Assyrian inscriptions had some¬ 
what disappointed him. In speaking almost for the 
last time of the subject, in drawing attention to the 
‘ Bapport adress^ 4 S. E. le Ministre de I’instruction 
publique, par M. Jules Oppert: Paris, 1856 (tir^ des 
Archives des missions),’ he expresses a hope that the 
diflBculties created by the polyphonous and homopho- 
nous character of the Assyro-Babylonian alphabet 
may be overcome; but with regard to the theory then 
started for the first time by M. Oppert, that the cunei¬ 
form alphabet was originally invented by people 
speaking a Scythian language, and afterwards adapted 
as well as might be by the Babylonians to their own 
Semitic speech, he says :— 

‘II faut r^erver son jugement, attendre le dil- 
veloppement des preuves, et. si elles sont concluantes, 
reformer nos iddes pi'dcon9ue3. II est impossible qu’une 
d^uverte immense, comme celle de Ninive, et oette 
restauration subite de langues et presque de litt^ra- 
tures perdues depuis des milliers d’ann^, ne rdvhlent 
des fidts qui s’accordent mal avec des opinions for- 
m^ sur I'ancienno histoire de I’Asie d'ap^ des don¬ 
nas imparfaites. II est probable, an reste, que This- 
toire ancienne, telle que Ton a construite d'aprhs la 
Bible et les auteurs greca, sera plutdt enrichie que 
change par 1 m r^ultats dM dtudes assyriennes; car 
nous voyons que tout oe que nous avons appris sur 
VEgypt^rindi^ et la Perse, n’a fait que gran^ I'au- 
torit^ d%drodote>. C’est un cadre qui se remplit, mais 
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qui ne ehiuige paa dans ses parties essentielles. On 
n’est qu'au commencement de ces dtudes, et la route 
est longfle et ardae; mais lesprogr^ sont tr^s-r^ls et 
devien^ont plus rapides k mesure que les mat^riaux 
seront plus accessibles/ 

We can give this’one instance only, to show how 
conscientiously Mohl performed his work as the re¬ 
cognised contemporaneous historian of Oriental learn¬ 
ing, and how much may be learnt from his pages that 
is apt to be forgotten in the hurry of our life. No 
doubt Persia was always nearest to his heart, and 
hence his warm interest in these cuneiform researches, 
which, resting chiefly on the decipherment of the 
edicts of the ancient kings of Persia, such as Cyrus, 
Darius, and Xerxes, threw a new light on the history 
of the Persian language, both before and after their 
time. Hence, also, his sincere admiration for Bur- 
noufs labours for the recovery of the sacred writings 
of Zoroaster, and the full appreciation of Bumouf s 
philological method as the only one that could lead to 
trustworthy results in the interpretation of the A vesta 
as well as of the Veda. But though these personal 
predilections had their influence, we shall find in 
reading his annual reports that he treated every other 
subject, too, with almost the same accuracy and 
thoroughness of appreciation. Every really important 
publication, whether in Arabic, Hebrew, Syriac, Ar¬ 
menian, Sanskrit, or Chinese, is carefully chronicled— 
nay, we meet again and again with paragraphs which 
form short but complete treatises <m the history and 
the true value of whole branches of Oriental literature. 

Whoever wirites io know how we came pessessed 
<^:'|be Himyaritio inseriptioaa, and what tiieir bearing 



298 


BIOOEAPHICAL ESSAYS. 


is on the history of the Semitic languages, should read 
Mohl’s account of Fresnel’s and Amaud's ■wanderings 
on the coast of Yemen, chiefly suggested and encouraged 
by Mohl himself. (See Bapports for 1840, 1844,1845, 
1846, 1856.) 

The practicability of substituting the Boman letters 
for the numerous alphabets of Oriental languages is 
discussed by Mohl in 1841, and again in 1865. In 
answer to those who twitted the English Government 
with the slow progress they had been able to make in 
persuading the natives to write Hindustani with 
Boman letters, while the Mohammedans had suc¬ 
ceeded in a very short time in making the Persians 
adopt the Ai-abic alphabet, he drily remarked that 
the Mohammedans punished all who continued to 
write Persian with the old Pehlevi, and not with 
Arabic letters, ■with death (p. 25). Though Mohl does 
not give his authority for this statement, we have no 
doubt he could have given chapter and verse for it. 

The discovery of the Syriac and Coptic MSS. by 
Tattam in 1842, and subsequently by Pacho, the first 
specimens of these new treasures such as the three 
undoubtedly genuine letters of Ignatius published by 
Cureton, and la.stly the excellent catalogue of the 
whole collection by Wright,—all this is described in a 
masterly way in the Beport for the yean 1846,1847, 
1848,1864. 

Students of Arabic ■will jSnd an accurate account of 
all important publications, particularly some instrac- 
Uve <^pters on -the life of Mohammed, doing full 
justice to Sprenger's treatment of the prophet on one 
side, and to Sir W. Muir’s very different treatment on 
the other. The gradual formation and sifting iaiiiiif 
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the traditloiiB ooncemioj; Mohammed and the growth 
of his new religion will interest many readers, as con¬ 
taining significMit and useful hints on similar phases 
in the history of other religions. Full justice is ren¬ 
dered to Lane’s Arabic Lexicon, but not without an 
expression of regret that it should have been re¬ 
stricted to the so-called classical language only. 

The reports on Chinese literature are very complete, 
Chinese having been for a long time one of Mohl’s 
favourite occupations. When Stanislas Julien pub¬ 
lished his translation of the travels of Buddhist 
pilgrims firom China to India, he nowhere found a 
more appreciative, yet discriminating critic than in 
Mohl. 

In all the subjects hitherto mentioned Mohl was 
perfectly at home. The languages were familiar, the 
literatures a subject of constant interest to him. But 
even in other branches of Eastern learning, in San¬ 
skrit, for instance, and Indian literature in general, 
few could have more surely distinguished the im¬ 
portant from the unimportant, few could have better 
pointed out the duty which Sanskrit scholarship 
owed to the learned world at large, than Mohl. 
Beginning with his first report, in 1840, he calls the 
attention of Sanskrit scholars to the Veda. Hie 
Bhodoa, hie ealtal he seems to say whenever his 
survey brings him to the frontiers of India. He 
welcomes with real joy every attempt at tilling the 
gap in our knowledge of Sanskrit literature, which 
scholars such as Sir W. Jones, Colebrooke, Mill, and 
Wilson had indic^|ed rather than filled. He shows 
hpifg TmKan must for ever remain a baseless 

f||||pBiB anteas Ma tralj historical foundation, the Veda, 
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the four Vedas to be published 
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‘ion•' It is wT knjll" la civilisa- 

learned BrAhmans nor trustwJX 

coming in India. BrAhrna.^ k lorih- 

unwilling. those who were 

produce an edition of /Ha unable, to 

taries of the Veda; and commen- 

last to undertake the work 3®“ scholarship had at 
the first complete ediZ nftf BrAhmans 

Mohl tells us at fH a ^ sacred books. 

years the French Qover 3 nt T d 

MSS. of the Veda 3 ^ ‘"ooa Buying 

that several boxes of themTr**!”®® 

Paris. This was chil d “ 
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ftihclte d’avoir un peu contSiu? A ’ j® 
matoriaux, et je vous rnmn • foumir les 

souvenir.’ '' ® ^ ^ avoir gatdd le 
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Hardly a year passes in which Mohl does not give 
us some- new information on the gradual advances 
made by Sanskrit scholars in their attempts to master 
the difficulties of the Veda; and in his simple and 
clear treatment of the importance of the native tra¬ 
ditional literature bn one side, and the freedom of 
European scholarship on the other, we see again the 
maturity of his mind and the impartiality of his 
judgment, in strong contrast with the wranglings of 
one-sided pleaders. 

But deeply impressed as Mohl was with the im¬ 
portance of Vedic studies, other branches of Indian 
literature were not passed over by him in silence. 
Troyer’s edition of the B 4 yatarangini, the history of 
the Kings of Kashmir, Prinsep’s discovery of the P 41 i 
alphabet, Qorresio’s magnificent edition of the Kltma- 
ya«a, Foucaux's translation of the Tibetan version of 
the Life of Buddha, Lassen’s Indian Antiquities, 
Boehtlingk and Roth’s as well as Goldstucker's San¬ 
skrit Dictionaries, Woepke’s original researches on 
Indian numerals and mathematics, Nbve’s and Weber's 
works, all receive their recognition; all are repre¬ 
sented to us as marking definite stages in the slow 
but safe advance of the small and valiant army of 
Oriental scholars. 

It is not easy to form an idea of the work entailed 
on a really conscientious scholar who undertakes to 
write such annual reports. Those only who have 
tried to do it know how much time is required in 
coUeetixig the mere materials, how much care in 
determining what amount of recognition, of praise or 
blame, is due to each work. Though each of these 
a nnu al luporte fills only firom fifty to a hundred 
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pages, a considerable portion of Mohl's leisure most 
have been consumed in their preparation. 

Other societies have published similar reports, but 
seldom vrith such regularity as the Socidtd Asiatique 
during Mohl’s secretaryship—never with that due 
proportion which Mohl knew how to preserve in 
the general plan of his annual review. If such 
reports become too complete, they degenerate into 
mere catalogues ; if they are too minute and searching, 
they grow into treatises on a few leading publications. 
There have been annual rapports published by those 
who succeeded Mohl as secretaries of the Asiatic 
Society of Paris. These rapports are written, no 
doubt, in more classical French, and are full of most 
valuable materials. But they have gradually become 
less and less comprehensive, and are now restricted to 
a survey of the work done during each year by the 
Oriental scholars of France only. 

Still greater, perhaps, was the difficulty of main¬ 
taining throughout that judicial position which Mohl 
took in his reports from beginning to end. Of himself 
we hear little—almost nothing. It is only by acci¬ 
dent that we find out how much was due to him 
personally in several of the greatest undertakings 
patronised by the French Government. In some 
cases he seems to carry that modesty too far. The 
French, we know, are very sensitive on this points 
They dislike the pronoun ‘ I’. Yet there is danger of 
good taste sinking into mannerism even here. When 
speaking of his edition of the ‘ Shah Nameh,* it would 
have sounded more simple and natural, even in 
French, if Mohl had said, ‘A new volume of my 
edition of the “Shah Nameh” has been fini|hed,* 



JULIUS MOHL. 


803 


instead of telling his Mends, as he always does, that 
‘a member of their Society has finished a new volume 
of the -“Shah Nameh.’” However, as a German 
writing in French, Mohl no doubt felt himself bound 
to qbserve French etiquette even more carefully than 
a Frenchman, and if he erred, he erred, at all events, 
on the safe side. 

What is, however, even more creditable to him is the 
reserve with which he speaks of his personal friends. 
Mohl could not have been the scholar he was, without 
having both strong sympathies and strong antipathies 
with regard to other scholars or would-be scholars 
whether in France or elsewhere. But it would re¬ 
quire a very delicate ear to discover any trace of 
these personal feelings in his official reports. When 
delivering these annual addresses he speaks with a 
full consciousness of his responsibility, He seems to 
feel that the honour of the Socidtd Asiatique is in his 
keeping. He never abuses the trust committed to 
him, he never allows himself an unfair advantage. 
When reading again through his reports from the 
year 1840 to the year 1867, we meet with few lines 
whidi he would now wish to see unwritten, though 
time has laid its disenchanting hand on many hopes 
and many schemes in the field of Oriental scholarship. 
No doubt Mohl disappointed many, either by his 
silence or by his measured praise. He nmde himself, 
we believe, more enemies than friends by his faithful 
stewardship; but he retained through life, in spite of 
many disappointments, an unshaken trust in truth. 

It is deI%htfol to see the unanimous testimony 
btHiie to Mcffil’s uprightness by his colleagues at the 
Freiiq|i^ Institute. ' His position at Paris was by no 
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means an easy one. True, he had old and faithful 
friends, bvSt he had also—and how could it be other¬ 
wise ?—enviers and enemies. He was loved by some, 
liked by many, respected by all, even by those who 
neither liked nor loved him. Men, so high-mii^ed 
as Maury, Benan, Regnier, and* others might truly 
say that they had almost forgotten that Mohl was 
not a Frenchman. In his last farewell Alfred.Maury 
exclaimed : ‘Adieu, Jules Mohl; nous te salubns k ta 
derni^re demeure, non seulement cotnnie. li^'confrere, 
mais comme un compatriote. La science, au reste, 
n’a pas de nationality; ou, pour mieux dire, elle est 
de toutes les nationalitys; elle travaille k les rap- 
procher, k les unir, et cette conciliation nous aimions 

la rencontrer en toi.’ 

But it would hardly be fair to expect the same 
elevation of thought and feeling from smaller minds, 
least of all from those whose pretensions Mohl had 
occasionally to check, or whose interests he had some¬ 
times to cross. Mohl, though he seems to have been 
a welcome guest at several courts, had never learnt to 
be a courtier. Life to him was not worth having, if 
it required any economising with truth. All bis 
friends agree that there was a certain bnuqueneM 
in him, which he could never overcome to the end of 
his life, and which they kindly ascribed to his 
Herman blood. M. Barbier de Meynard says of 
him 

‘ L’amour du vnd, Thorreur dn charlatanisme et de 
I’intiigue donmdent A son abqrd oe je ne sais quoi de 
rdservy et de brusque qui ne pomtettait pas d’appryeier 
du premier ooup d’oeil tout ce qu'il y avait ea loi de 
bontd natureUe et cte ohaleureuse sympayiiei.* 
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That brnaqaeness, however, was not merely a 
national peculiarity; it had a deeper source, it 
arose M>m his sense of the sacredness of science. 
The prqfanttm vulgus never forgave him for that. 

If. Laboulaye sayq of him with perfect truth :— 

‘Mohl avaitau plus haut degr^ le sentiment de la 
responsabilitd qui pesait sur nous; pour lui, la science 
^tait une religion, et il voulait dcarter du temple tous 
les pro&nes.’ 

M. BeniiA speidEa in the strongest language of the 
infiuence whi^ Mohl exercised in all elections, 
whether at the Institute, the College de France, or 
elsewhere, simply because it was known that to him 
science was sacred, and no personal feelings would 
ever sway his vote:— 

' Le grand titre de M. Mohl k la reconnaissance des 
savants est cependant, avant tout, I’influence qu'il a 
exercde. n sut pr^ider k nos Etudes avec une soli¬ 
dity de jugement et un esprit philosophique qui seuls 
peuvent donner de la valeur k des travaux ^pars et 
sans lien apparent. Ce lien, il le cryait par sa judi- 
cieuse et savante critique; son autority aidait les amis 
de la vdrity k distinguer le mdrite syrieux des succ^ 
faciles qu’on trouve souvent aupr^ du public en flat- 
tant ses gobts superficiels. Par Ik M. Mohl a occupy 
dans nos ytudes une place de premier ordre; le vide 
qu’il a laissy ne sera pas de sitdt rempli. Ami du 
vrai et da solide en toutes choses, il ne faisait aucun 
part k la vanity, k I’envie de briller. Sa direction a 
yty ausai efficace qu’dislaiiye. M. Mohl ytait pour nous 
ions one dee raisons que nous avions de vivre et de 
*aen lure.’ 

Boner tme it is to*say of such men as Mohl, *They 
you H. * X 
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make us live and do welL* They keep us from 
making concessions, from taking what is called an 
easier view of life, from making to ourselves friends 
by the mammon of unrighteous praise. That his 
friends at Paris should have allowed him to maiTifnin 
that independent position through life, that they 
should have yielded to his silent influence, that they 
should not have resented his occasional reproofs, re¬ 
flects the highest credit on the French character. No 
doubt, it was but human nature that Frenchmen who 
found themselves opposed by Mohl should sometimes, 
when all other arguments had failed, be heard to 
murmur gfrumbhngly. Ah, cet Allemand I Frenchmen 
would not be Frenchmen, Englishmen would not be 
Englishmen, Germans would not be Germans, if they 
did not think that on some point or other they were 
better judges than anybody else. There were the dii 
mino 7 -um gentium in Paris too, who shrugged their 
shoulders when Mohl’s Rapport was out, and thought 
it very hard that the censorship of Oriental studies 
in France should have fallen into the hands of cet 
Allemand. But when we read these aimual Reports 
now, after the lapse of many years, and compare them 
with the reports or presidential addresses of other 
academies or learned societies, we shall be better able 
to understand the influence which their high judicial 
and moral tone exercised at the time. Nowhere do 
we see any traces of communique, but thinly veiled 
by the honoured name of a president or secretary. 
Nowhere is there a sign of his yielding to that great 
temptation of saying a kind word of our friends, or 
passing a slur on our or their opponents. It was 
because every one felt that the Secretary of the 
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Soci^t^ Asiatique was a man of honour, most sen¬ 
sitive and jealous for the good name of his Society, 
and still more for the honour of science, that his ad¬ 
dresses were listened to and his judgments accepted 
by the whole world. It was because in other cases 
that charge has been committed to men of less sensitive 
minds and less clean hands, to men who look upon 
scientific studies as a mere amusement or a road to 
social distinction, that the honour of this or that 
learned society has been tarnished and sacrificed to 
the petty ambitions and the impotent jealousies of a 
small clique. When we read through the long list of 
Mohl's ‘ Rapports ’ without meeting with one single 
line that could be traced to personal favour or personal 
spite, one word of blame or praise that would make 
the members of the Socidtd Asiatique regret having 
entrusted their honour to their German assistant- 
secretary, secretary, and president, we shall be better 
able to understand what M. Renan meant when say¬ 
ing of Mohl, ‘ II dtait une des raisons que nous avions 
de vivre et de bien faire.’ 

But we should carry away a very false impression 
of Mohl if we thought of him only as the stem censor. 
Among his more intimate friends Mohl was full of 
kindliness and humour, though later in life there was 
a cloud of melancholy that threw a shadow over the 
twinkle of his bright and piercing eyes. Mohl spoke 
three languages,—German, French, and English,—and 
it might be said of him what was said of Ennius, that 
he had three hearts, or rather that he had a large 
heart, large enough to appreciate and love all that 
was good and noble in the German, the French, and 
the English <diaraoter; strong enough to despise and 

X 2 
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shun all that was bad and mean, whether German, 
french, or English. He was (German by nature, 
French by taste, English by love, and he had true 
friends in every one of these countri^. He had learnt 
more particularly from his own personal experience 
how the French and German characters might supple¬ 
ment each other in their strong and weak points; 
and during the whole of his life he looked forward to 
a future when these two nations should better under¬ 
stand and appreciate each other; should forget their 
vulgar military rivalry, and work together for the 
highest achievements in literature and art. There 
was a time when that dream seemed more than half- 
realised, and there can be no doubt that the silent 
but never-ceasing influence of such men as Mohl did 
much towards the realisation of such a dream. During 
Loub Philippe’s reign the spirit of German science 
might be felt in the best wor)^ of French scholarship, 
literature, and art. There was a Revue Germanique 
published in Paris, intended to show to the more 
fastidious French public that there was solid gold to 
be found in the crude ore of Germam science; while in 
Germany the name of Humboldt alone is sufficient to 
show how German science had b^un to be quickened 
by French esprit These happy days came to an end 
almost from tho beginning of the Napoleonic regime. 
If there was a place where Louis Napoleon was hated 
with an unwavering hatred, it was the Institut de 
Fremee, One might have written over its portals, 
*No Bonapartist need apply.’ When Iieverrier was 
forced upon the Institut, ]ffiot,the veteran astronomor, 
was hei^ to say in a Muff vcaoe, * ^ homme 

iAt’ and when told that it was Leverrier, he muttered 
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to his friends, *«/’«» eonnu Lcgalaee; j« ne eonnais pas 
Levtrrier' When about the same time Napoleon in¬ 
sisted on having tine name of the Institut de France 
changed into Jnstitut Imperial de France, Villemain 
was chosen to draw up an historical memoir, showing 
how under the m<»t 'glorious kings of France, during 
the Republic, and during the reign of the great 
Napoleon, the Institut had always been called simply 
Institut de France; and if a change was now required, 
the Minister was requested to send his architect to 
erase the golden letters placed on the facade of the 
Palais de PlnsHtxU by the architect of Richelieu. 

Nor was there among the Membres de FInstitut one 
who saw and dreaded the fatal influence of the Napo¬ 
leonic rule more than the one German member of that 
illustrioxis assembly, MohL No political successes, 
no outward splendour, no offers of patronage to litera¬ 
ture and science, could dazzle his eyes. His con¬ 
viction remained unshaken from first to last, that the 
system of government introduced by Louis Napoleon 
and his court must ruin France, and through the ruin 
of France mm the peaceful development of the whole 
of Europe. He lived to see his prophecies come trae. 
The last years of his life were passed in deepest sorrow 
at the utter destraction of the fairest dioam of his 
youtii, the union and Mendship of France and Ger¬ 
many, as the diampions of the intellectual freedom of 
the foture. His Mends in Paris, though tiieir ranki 
had been thinned by death, remained loyal to him, 
and to the honour of French men of science it should 
always be remembered that even in those darkest 
days, iHien all that ems German was detested in 
Fnmoe, Mcffil was able to occupy his ehair at the 
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Institute without one single member of the Academy 
forgetting the respect they owed to him, to them¬ 
selves, and to the noble traditions of the place in 
which they were assembled. It was he who wished 
to retire and to withdraw himself from society; and 
though he patiently and silently continued his useful 
work, no one who knew his happy countenance before 
the days of 1848 would have known him again after 
the days of 1871. His house, however, continued 
what it had been for many years, a kind of free 
port, open to all who came to Paris to see what was 
most woi*th seeing there. During the days of the 
Empire it happened sometimes that Koyal visitors, 
staying at the Tuileries, came to the Rue du Bac to 
make the acquaintance of men whom neither the 
Empress could tempt nor the Emperor command. 
When the storms of the Commune had subsided, the 
old free port was open again, and many of his English 
friends will long preserve the recollection of pleasant 
hours spent with him during the last years of his life, 
though chiefly talking over old days and mourning 
over old friends. What the charm of his society was, 
all his friends know. No one has a better right to 
bear his testimony than he with whose words we shall 
close this tribute of respect and gratitude: 'Sa maison, 
ffi'dce au tact et d la profonde corniaiesance de la 
aociiU Jranqaiae que poesMe Mme. Mohl, continuait 
lea meilleurea traditions d'un monde plein d'eaprit et 
de charme, qui n’eat plus qu'un souvenir. Tons lea 
4 tranqers de distinction a'y rencontraient; toutes lea 
opinions a'y donnaient la main* 
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NOTE. 


I wBon on pp. i8a, 383, in my •rtlole on Joliiu Mohl: * If on« uked 
any educated EngUehman, euppoeing he oared at all about Oriental 
antiqoitiee, who it was that diaoorered the buUa at Kineveh, ha would 
annrer, Sir Aneten Layard. And if he were aeked who firit deciphered 
the oundform imeriptione, he would eay, Sir Henry Bawlinaon. Yet 
both theee atatementa are utterly and entirely wrong, and we have the 
lea heaitation in aaying ao, beotuae Sir Auaten latyard’a merita in 
bringing the Nineveh bulla and many other antiquitiea to light, and 
Sir Henry Bawlinaon’a merita in copying and traiulating aonie of the 
moat important cuneiform ineoriptiona, are 10 great that they are the 
very laet petaons who would wiah to aee themeelvea bedecked vrith 
featbera not their own.’ Thia sentence hM led to a lamentable oontro- 
versy between Sir H. Bawlinaon and myself. I ask any one in his tight 
senses, what ia the true meaning of the above sentence! Could it have 
been meant to imply that these two eminent men themselves had ever 
claimed any merit which was not their own t Was it not clearly meant to 
imply that their real merits were so preeminently great that they would 
justly feel offended at having the discoveries of otiier scholars placed to 
their account! Sir Austen Layard never was in doubt as to what I 
meant, nor anybody else to whom I have sboam my article. But Sir 
Henry Bawlinaon, who bad formerly spoken so frankly, nay, so modestly 
of hie own ahare in the first decipherment of the Persian cuneiform 
letters, was so blinded by what I can only call overweening pride, that 
he would not see the real drift of my remarks, but sent off a moat 
offensive letter to the Ath»»aeum which no one in future will regret 
more than he himself. In it he did not oonlnuUct my statements, but 
rather his own former statements. He totally misrepresented my 
article <m Juliu$ MoU, which was simply meant to give an abstract of 
the annual repents of Prof. 3 nlioa Mohl in his now famous Bapportt 
faiu d la SoeUU A$iaHqa* de Pari* de 1840 h 1867. He bad 
evidently forgotten what he had written in his belter days in 1846 
‘that the only identificaticiu (cf Persiatt cunaifenn letters) which 
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'■ h* pNwmicd were eeeeBtially diSerent ftom thoce<wl>ieh ere nuhretwll; 
WP*l»ed et present are f and m' He natondly laid noUiiBg about 
tl» reamiigemant of the naaals. How does tbat differ from what 

■■f laid, ‘One letter only, the m,.remained to be. determined by 
BitwliBemi.' Fi* even the letter t' had beat read ai M. Gmtefend, 
a*#, M, or flfA by Lauen, and in the end turned out to be not f at all, 
biMi i before «. T^t the disoovery of the Inherent Toweb was first made 
and flrrt amionnoed by ti>e Ker. Dr. Hinoks; Sr H. Bawlimon himself 
leemi no longer inclined to deny, for priority of discovery is always 
■etUsd by priority of publication. Beaders who tidce an interest in the 
trao hiitory of the dedpherment of the enneifoim alphabet will find 
aUttoiStoti in my lettersto tlie AMeaoeun, Nov. 15 and Nov. ap, 1884. 
®r H. Hawlinson expressed a hope that 1 would alter what 1 have 
written. I am not able to alter a idngle word, and he would be sorry 
if I did. I doubt whether there is anybody in England or abroad who 
has bestowed more unstinted praise on his real discoveries, and who has 
never said an unkind word of him. Nor have I altered what I had 
written of Sir H. RawUnson's splendid work, both as an explorer and 
as a dedpberer. I have never joined his detractors, and even now, 
though I regret his unworthy behaviour on several occasions during the 
last years, my appreciation of the work done by him will remain the 
same as ever. 0 , *i tneeieses / 

* 
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( 1701 - 1860 .) 

O TJRS is, no doubt, a forgetful age. Every day 
brings new events rusbii^ in upon us from all 
parts of the world, and the hours of real rest, when 
we might ponder over the. past, recall pleasant days, 
gaze again on the faces of those who are no more, are 
few indeed. Men and women disappear from this busy 
stage, and though for a time they had been the ra¬ 
diating centres of social, political, or literary life, 
their places are soon taken by others—‘the place 
thereof shall know them no more.’ Few only appear 
again after a time, claiming once more our attrition, 
through the memoirs of their lives, and then either 
flitting away for ever among the shades of the de¬ 
parted, or assuming afresh a power of life, a place in 
history, and an influence on the future often more 
powerful even than that which they exercised on the 
world while living in it. To call the great and good 
thus back from the grave is no easy task; it requires 
not only the power of a vtUet tacer, but the heart of 
a loving friend Few men live great and good lives, 
still fewer can write tiiem; nay, often, when they 

' * A Mioiair ot Bmpoii BanMa, by bit widow, Bmwmh Bmuon.’ 
* vbla. 8m Loagauat, 1868. 

‘OMttiaa Gail JotiM VMbMT voa Bbbmb. Aw arfata B(la8n 
oadaaAtigaatrBrbBMniaggMdiildeit, YoaMiaarWittwa. DmIwIm 
Aa^gaba duoh aaaa IBUhtilangta Ytnatlirt voa Kritdrieh Mippold.* 
1868. 
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have been lived and have been written, the world 
passes by unheeding, as crowds will pass without a 
glance by the portraits of a Titian or a Van Dyke. 
Now and then, however, a bic^;raphy takes root, and 
then acts as a lesson as no other lesson can act. Such 
biographies have all the importance of an Ecce Homo, 
showing to the world what man can be, and perma¬ 
nently raising the ideal of human life. It was so in 
England with the life of Dr. Arnold; it was so more 
lately with the life of Prince Albert; it will be the 
same with the life of Bunsen. 

It seems but yesterday that Bunsen left England; 
yet it was in 1854 that his house in Carlton-terrace 
ceased to be the refreshing oasis in London life which 
many still remember, and that the powerful, thought¬ 
ful, beautiful, loving face of the Prussian Ambassador 
was seen for the last time in London society. Bunsen 
then retired from public life, and after spending six 
more years in literary work, struggling with death, 
yet revelling in life, he died at Bonn on the 28th of 
November, i860. His widow has devoted the years 
of her solitude to the noble work of collecting the 
materials for a biography of her husband, and we 
have now in two large volumes all that could be 
collected, or, at least, all that could be conveniently 
published, of the sayings and doings of Bunsen, tiie 
scholar, the statesman, and, above idl, the philosopher 
and the Christian. Throughout the two volumes 
the outward events are sketched by the hand of the 
Baroness Bunsen; but there runs, as between wooded 
hills, the main stream of Bunsen’s mind, the outpour¬ 
ings of his heart, which were given so freely and folly 
in his letters to his friends. When such m a teri a ls 
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exist there can be ho more satisfactory kind of bio¬ 
graphy than that of introducing the man himself, 
speakii^ unreservedly to his most intimate friends 
on the grakt events of his life. This is an auto¬ 
biography, in fact, firee from all drawbacks. Here 
and there that process, it is true, entails a greater 
fulness of detail than is acceptable to ordinary 
readers, however highly Bunsen's own friends may 
value every line of his familiar letters. But general 
readers may easily pass over letters addressed to 
different persons, or treating of subjects less inter¬ 
esting to tiiemselves, without losing the thread of 
the story of the whole life; while it is sometimes of 
great interest to see the same subject discussed by 
Bunsen in letters addressed to different people. One 
serious difficulty in these letters is that they are 
nearly all translations from the German, and in the 
process of translation some of the original charm is 
inevitably lost. The translations are very faithful, 
and they do not sacrifice the peculiar turn of German 
thought to the requirements of strictly idiomatic 
English. Even the narrative itself betrays occasion¬ 
ally the Gemtan atmosphere in which it was written, 
but the whole book brings back all the more vividly 
to those who knew Bunsen the language and the 
very expreraions of his English conversation. The 
two volumes are too bulky, and one’s arms ache 
while holding them; yet one is loth to put them 
down, and there will be few readers who do not 
regret that more could not have been told us of 
Bunsen’s life. 

All really great and honest men may be said to 
live three lives:—^Hiere is one life which is seen and 
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accepted by the world at large, a man’s outward life; 
there is a second life which is seen by a man’s most 
intimate friends, his household life; and there is a 
third life, seen only by the man himself and by Him 
who searcheth the heart, which may be called the 
inner or heavenly life. Most biographers are and 
most be satisfied with giving the two former aspects 
of their hero’s life—the version of the world and 
that of his friends. Both are important, both con¬ 
tain some truth, though neither of them the whole 
truth. But there is a third life, a life led in com¬ 
munion with God, a life of aspiration rather than of 
fulfilment,—that life which we see, for instance, in 
St. Paul, when he says, ‘ The good that I would, 
I do not: but the evil which I would not, that I do.’ 
It is but seldom that we catch a glimpse of those 
deep springs of human character which cannot rise to 
the surface even in the most confidential intercourse, 
which in everyday life are hidden from a man’s own 
sight, but which break forth when he is alone with 
his God in secret prayer—aye, in prayers without 
words. Here lies the charm of Bunsen’s life. Not 
only do we see the man, the father, the husband, 
the brother that stands behind the Ambassador, but 
we see behind the man his angel beholding the face 
of his Father which is in heaven. His prayers, poured 
forth in the critical moments of his life, have been 
preserved to us, and they show us what the world 
ought to know, that our greatest men can also be 
our best men, and that fireedom of thought is not 
incompatible with sincere religion. Those who knew 
Bunsen well know how that deep, religious under¬ 
current of his soul was constantly bubbling up and 
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breaking forth in his conversations, startling even 
the mere worldling by an earnestness that frightened 
away every smile. It was said of him that he could 
drive out devils, and he certainly could with his 
solemn, yet loving, voice soften hearts that would 
yield to no other appeal, and see with one look 
through that mask which man wears but too often 
in the masqueraide of the world. Hence his numerous 
and enduring Mendships, of which these volumes 
contain so many sacred relics. Hence that confidence 
reposed in him by men and women who had once 
been brought in contact with him. To those who 
can see with their eyes only, and not with their 
hearts, it may seem strange that Sir Robert Peel, 
shortly before his death, should have uttered the 
name of Bunsen. To those who know that England 
once had Prime Ministers who were found praying 
on their knees before they delivered their greatest 
speeches. Sir Robert Peel’s recollection, or, it may 
be, desire of Bunsen in the last moments of his life 
has nothing strange. Bunsen's life was no ordinary 
life, and the memoirs of that life are more than an 
ordinary book. That book will tell in England 
and in Germany far more than in the Middle Ages 
the life of a new Saint; nor are there many Saints 
whose real life, if sifted as the life of Bunsen has 
been, would bear comparbon with that noble cha¬ 
racter of the nineteenth century. 

Bunsen was bom in 1791 at Corbach, a small town 
in the small principality of Waldeck. Hb father was 
pomr, but a man of independent spirit, of moral recti- 
* tttde, and of deep religious convictions. Bunsen, the 
son of his old age, dbtingubhed himself at school. 
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and was sent to the University of Marburg at the age 
of seventeen. All he had then to depend on was an 
Exhibiticox of about a year, and a sum of 
which his father had saved for him to start him in 
life. This may seem a small sun^, but if we want to 
know how much of paternal love and self-denial it 
represented we ought to read an entry in his father s 
diary: ‘ Account of cash receipts, by God’s mercy ob¬ 
tained for transcribing law documents between 1793 
and 1814—sum total 3020 thalers 23 groschen,’ that is 
to say, about per annum. Did any English Duke 
ever give his son a more generous allowance—more 
than two*thirds of his own annual income? Bunsen 
began by studying divinity, and actually preached a 
sermon at Marburg, in the church of St. Elizabeth. 
Students in divinity are required in Germany to preach 
sermons as part of their regular theological training, 
and before they are actually ordained. Marburg was 
not then a very efficient University, and, not finding 
there what he wanted, Bunsen after a year went to 
Gottingen, chiefly attracted by the fame of Heyne. 
He soon devoted himself entirely to classical studies, 
and in order to support himself— for per annum 
will not support even a German student—he accepted 
the appointment of assistant teacher of Greek and 
Hebrew at the Gkittingen gymnasium, and also be¬ 
came private tutor to a young American, Mr. Astor, 
the son of the rich American merchant. He was thus 
learning and teaching at the same time, and he ac¬ 
quired by his daily intercourse with his pupil a prac¬ 
tical knowledge of the English language. While at 
Gottingen he carried off, in 1812, a prise for an Essay* 
on * The Atixenian Law of Inheritance,’ which attracted 



BUNSEN. 


319 


m<Nre tfian osofll Mtention, and may, in fact, be looked 
upon. M one of the first attempts at Comparative 
JazispradenM. In 1813 he writes from Gottingen:— 

‘Poor and lonely did I arrive in this place. Heyne 
received me, gaide4 me, bore with me, encouraged 
me, showed me in himself the example of a high and 
noble miergy and indefatigable activity in a calling 
which was not ^at to which his merit entitled him ; 
he might have superintended and administered and 
maintained an entire kingdom.’ 

The f(^]owing passage from the same letter deserves 
to be quoted as coming from the pen of a young man 
of twenty-two:— 

‘ Learning Minihilates itself, and the most perfect 
is the first submerged; for the next age scales with 
ease the height which cost the preceding the full 
vigour of life.’ 

After leaving the University Bunsen travelled in 
Qemuuiy with young Astor, and made the acquaint¬ 
ance of Frederic Schlegel at Vienna, of Jacobi, Schell- 
ing, and Thiersch at Munich. He was all that time 
continuing his own philological studies, and we see 
him at Munich attending lectures on Criminal Law, 
and fnii.king his first beginning in the study of Persian. 
When on the point of starting for Paris with his 
Ammican pupil, tiie news of the glorious battle of 
Leipsic (Octobmr, 1813) disturbed their plans, and he 
resolved to settle again at Gottingen til) peace should 
have been concluded. Her^ while superintending 
the studies of Mr. Astor, he plunged into reading of 
the moat varied character. He writes (p. 51):— 

*1 remain firm and strive after my earliest purpose 
In lifh, nune felt, perhaps^ than already discerned,— 
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viz. to bring over into my own kn^ledge And into 
my own Fatherland the language and the spirit of 
the solemn and distant East. I would for the accom¬ 
plishment of this object even quit Europe^ in order 
to draw out of the ancient well that which I find not 
elsewhere.’ 

This is the first indication of an important element 
in Bunsen’s early life, his longing for the East, and 
his all but prophetic anticipation of the great results 
which a study of the ancient language of India would 
one day yield, and the light it would shed on the 
darkest pages in the ancient history of Greece, Italy, 
and Germany. The study of the Athenian law 0 
inheritance seems first to have drawn his attention to 
the ancient codes of Indian law, and he was deeply 
impressed by the discovery that the peculiar system 
of inheritance which in Greece existed only in the 
petrified form of a primitive custom, sanctioned by 
law, disclosed in the laws of Manu its original pur¬ 
port and natural meaning. This one spark excited 
in Bunsen’s mind that constant yearning after a 
knowledge of Eastern and more particularly of Indian 
literature, which very nearly drove him to India in 
the same adventurous spirit as Anqnetil Duperron 
and Czoma de Kdros. We are now familiar with the 
great results that have been obtained by a study of 
the ancient languages and reli^on of the East, but 
in 1813 neither Bopp nor Grimm had b^^ to pub¬ 
lish, and Frederic Schlegel was the only one who in 
his little pamphlet, ‘On the Languajg^ and the 
Wisdom of the Indians’ (1808), had ventured to 
assert a real intellectual relationship between Europe 
and India. One of Bunsen's earliest firiends, Wolrad 
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Schnn^filler, |ii|jjttea that even at school Bunsen's 
mind ina t«u;n^ towards India. ‘ Sometimes he 
would. 1 ^ fall a word about India, which was unac¬ 
countable to me, as at that time I connected only 
age<^praphical conception with that name’ (p. 17). 

■WMe thus engaged in his studies at Gottingen, and 
working in company with such friends as Brandis 
the historaan of Greek philosophy, Lachmann the 
editor oi the New Testament, Lucke the theologian, 
Ernst S^ulze the poet, and others, Bunsen felt the 
influence of the great events that brought about the 
degeneration of Germany, nor was he the man to stand 
alool^ ah^rbed in literary work, while others were 
busy doing mischief difficult to remedy. The Princes 
of Germany and their friends, though grateful to the 
people for having at last shaken oft’ with fearful sacri¬ 
fices the foreign yoke of Napoleon, were most anxious 
to ma in ta in for their own benefit that convenient 
system of police government which for so long had 
kept the whole of Germany under French control. 

* It is but too certain,* Bunsen writes, ‘ that either for 
want of goodwill or of intelligence our Sovereigns will 
not grant us freedom such as we deserve. . . . And I 
fear that, as before, the much-enduring German will 
become an object of contempt to all nations who know 
how to value national spirit.’ His first political 
essays belong to tiiat period. Up to August, 1814, 
Bunsen continued to act as private tutor to Mr. Astor, 
though we see him at the same time, with his insati¬ 
able thirst after knowledge, attending courses of lec¬ 
tures on astronomy, mineralogy, and other subjects 
apparently so fore^u to the main current of his mind. 
When Hr. Astor left him to return to America, Bunsen 
VOI..II. T 
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went to Holland to see a sister to whom he was 
deeply attached, and who seems to have shared with 
him the same religious convictions which in youth, 
manhood, and old age formed the foundation of Bun¬ 
sen’s life. Some of Bunsen’s detractors have accused 
him of professing Christian piety in circles where 
such professions were sure to be well received. Let 
them read now the annals of his early life, and they 
will find to their shame how boldly the same Bunsen 
professed his religious convictions among the students 
and professors of Gottingen, who either scofied at 
Christianity or only tolerated it as a kind of harm¬ 
less superstition. We shall only quote one in¬ 
stance :— 

‘ Bunsen, when a young student at Gottingen, once 
suddenly quitted a lecture in indignation at the un¬ 
worthy manner in which the most sacred subjects 
were treated by one of the professors. The professor 
paused at the interruption, and hazarded the remark 
that “ some one belonging to the Old Testament bad 
possibly slipped in unrecognised.” That called forth 
a burst of laughter from the entire audience, all being 
as well aware as the lecturer himself who it was tiiat 
had mortified him.’ 

During his stay in Holland Bunsen not only 
studied the language and literature of that country, 
but his mind was also much occupied in obsoving 
the national and religious character of this small 
but interesting branch of the Teutonic race. £le 
writes :— 

'In all things the German, or, if yon will, the 
Teutonic, character is worked out into form in a man¬ 
ner more decidedly national than anywhere else.... 
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This joarney has yet more confirmed my decision 
to berome acquainted with the entire Geriuanic race, 
and then to proceed with the development of my 
governing ideas—(i.e. the study of Eastern languages 
in elatndation of Western thought). For this purpose 
I am about to travel with Brandis to Copenhagen to 
learn Danish, and, above all, Icelandic.’ 

And so he did. The young student, as yet without 
any prospects in life, threw up his position at Gottin¬ 
gen, declined to waste his energies as a schoolmastei, 
and started, we hardly know how, on his journey to 
Denmark. There, in company with Brandis, he lived 
and worked hard at Danish, and then attacked the 
study of the ancient Icelandic language and literature 
with' a fervour and with a purpose that shrank from 
no difficulty. He writes (p. 79):— 

* The object of my research requires the acquisition 
of the whole treasures of language, in order to com¬ 
plete my favourite linguistic theories, and to inquire 
into tile poehry and religious conceptions of German- 
Scandinavian heathenism, and their historical con¬ 
nexion with the East.’ 

When his work in Denmark was finished, and 
when he had collected materials, some of which, as 
his copy taken of the ‘ Vdluspa,’ a poem of the Edda, 
were not published till forty years later, he started 
with Brandis for Berlin. * Prussia,’ he writes on the 
loth of October, 1815, ‘ is the true Germany.’ Thither 
he felt drawn, as well as Brandis, and thither he 
invited hm friends, though, it must be confessed, with¬ 
out Bi^[geeting to tiiem any settled plan of how to 
earn their daily bread. He writes as if he had been 
evmi then at tim head of aflairs in Berlin, though he 
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was only the friend of a friend of Niebuhr’s, Niebuhr 
himself being by no means all powerful in Prussia, 
even in 1815. This hopefulness was a trait in 
Bunsen’s character that remained through life. A 
plan was no sooner suggested to him and approved 
by him than he took it for granted that all obstacles 
must vanish; and many a time did all obstacles vanish 
before the joyous confidence of that magician, a fact 
that should be remembered by those who used to 
blame him as sanguine and visionary. One of his 
friends, Lucke, writes to Ernst Schulze, the poet, whom 
Bunsen had invited to Denmark, and afterwards to 
Berlin:— 

‘ In the enclosed richly-filled letter you will recog¬ 
nise Bunsen’s power and splendour of mind, and you 
will also not fail to perceive his thoughtlessness in 
making projects. He and Brandis are a pair of most 
amiable speculators, full of affection; but one must 
meet them with the ne quid nimis.' 

However, Bunsen in his flight was not to be scared 
by any warning or checked by calculating the chances 
of success or failure. With Brandis he went to Berlin, 
spent the glorious winter from 1815 to 1816 in the 
society of men like Niebuhr and Schleiermacher, and 
became more and more determined in his own plan 
of life, which was to study Oriental languages in 
Paris, London, or Calcutta, and then to settle at 
Berlin as Professor of Universal History. A full 
statement of his literary labours, both for the past 
and for the future, was drawn up by him, to be sub¬ 
mitted to Niebuhr, and it will be read even now 
with interest by those who knew Bunsen when he 
tried to take up forty years later the threads that 
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bad slipped from his hand at the age of four-and- 

twenty. 

Instead of being sent to study at Paris and London 
by the Prussian Government, as lie seems to have 
wished, he was suddenly called to Paris by his old 
pupil, Mr. Astor, who, after two years' absence, had 
returned to Europe, and was anxious to renew his 
relations with Bunsen. Bunsen’s object in accepting 
Astor's invitation to Paris was to study Persian, and 
great was his disappointment when, on arriving 
there, Mr. Astor wished him at once to start for Italy. 
This was too much for Bunsen, to bo turnetl back 
just as he was going to quench his thirst for Oriental 
literature in the lectures of Sylvestre de Sacy, A 
compromise was effected. Bunsen remained for three 
months in Paris, and promised then to join his friend 
and pupil in Italy. How he worked at Persian and 
Arabic during the interval must be read in his own 
letters:— 

*I write from six in the morning till four in the 
afternoon, only in the course of that time having a 
walk in the garden of the Luxembourg, where I also 
often study; from four to six I dine and walk; from 
six to seven sleep; from seven to eleven work again. 
I have overtaken in study some of the French students 
who had begun a year ago. God be thanked for this 
help! Before I go to bed I read a chapter in the 
New Testament, in the morning on rising one in 
tibe Old Testament; yesterday I began the Psalms from 
the first.* 

As soon as he felt that he could continue his study 
of Persian without tihe aid of a master, he left Paris. 
Though immersed in work, he had made several 
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acquaintances, among others that of Alexander von 
Humboldt, ‘ who intends in a few years to visit Asia, 
where I may hope to meet him. He has been 
beyond measure kind to me, and from him 1 shall 
receive the best recommendations for Italy and 
England, as well as from his brother, now Prussian 
Minister in London. Lastly, the winter in Borne 
may become to me, by the presence of Niebuhr, more 
instructive and fruitful than in any other place. 
Thus has God ordained all things for me for the best, 
according to His will, not mine, and far better than 1 
deserve.’ 

These were the feelings with which the young 
scholar, then twenty-four years of ago, started for 
Italy, as yet without any position, without having 
published a single work, without knowing, as we 
may suppose, where to rest his head. And yet he 
was full, not only of hope, but of gratitude, and 
he little dreamt that before seven years had {^wsed 
he would be in Niebuhr’s place, and before twenty- 
tive years had passed in the place of William von 
Humboldt, the Prussian Ambassador at the Court of 
St. James. 

The immediate future, in fact, had some severe 
disappointments in store for him. When he arrived 
at Florence to meet Mr. Astor, the young American 
had received peremptory orders to return to New 
York, and as Bunsen declined to follow him, he found 
himself really stranded at Florence, and all his plum 
thoroughly upset. Yet, though at that very time full 
of care and anxiety about his nearest relations, who 
looked to him for support when he could hardly 
aupport himself, his Qod-trusting spirit did not break 
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down. He remained at Florence, contihuino; his Per¬ 
sian studies, and making a living by ])rivate tuition. 
A Mr. CSathcart seems to have been his favourite puj)il. 
and through him new prospects of eventually pro¬ 
ceeding to India seemed to open. Put, at the same 
time, Bunsen began'to feel that the circumstances of 
his life became critical. ‘ I feel,’ he says, ‘ tliat I am 
on the point of securing or losing the fruit of mv 
labours for life.* Rome and Niebuhr seemed the only 
haven in sight, and thither Punsen now began to steer 
his frail bark. He arrived in Rome on the 14th of 
November, 1816. Niebuhr, who was Prussian Minis¬ 
ter, received him with great kindness, and entered 
heartily into the literary plans of his young friend. 
Brandis, Niebuhr's secretary, renewed in common with 
his old friend his study of Greek philosophy. A native 
teacher of Arabic was engaged to help Punsen in his 
Oriental studies. The necessary supplies seem to have 
come partly from Mr. Astor, partly from private 
lessons for which Bunsen had to make time in the 
midst of his varied occupations. Plato, Firdusi, the 
Koran, Dante, Isaiah, the Edda are mentioned by 
himself as his daily study. 

From an English point of view that young man 
at Rome, without a status, without a settled prospect 
in lif^ would have seemed an amiable dreamer, 
destined to wake suddenly, and not very pleasantly, 
to the stem realities of life. If anything seemed 
unlikely, it was that an English gentleman, a man 
of good birtii and of independent fortune, should 
give his daughter to this poor young German at 
Rome. Tet this was the very tiling which a kind 
Pkovidfficioe, that Providence in which Bunsen trusted 
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amid' all his irotdbles and difEculties, brought to pass. 
Bunsen became acquainted with Mr, Waddington, 
and was allowed to read German with his daughters. 
In the most honourable manner he broke oflF his 
visits when he became aware of his feelings for Miss 
Waddington. He writes to his sister:— 

‘ Having, at first, believed myself quite safe (the 
more so as 1 cannot think of marrying without im¬ 
pairing my whole scheme of mental development— 
and, least of all, could I think of pretending to a girl 
of fortune), I thought there was no danger.’ 

A little later he writes to Mrs. Waddington to ex¬ 
plain to her the reason for his discontinuing his visits. 
But the mother—and, to judge from her letters, a 
high-minded mother she must have been—accepted 
Bunsen on trust; he was allowed to return to the 
house, and on the ist of July, 1817, the young German 
student, then twenty-five years of age, was married at 
Rome to Mias Waddington. What a truly important 
event this was for Bunsen, even those who had not 
the privilege of knowing the partner of his life may 
learn from the work before us. Though little is sidd 
in these memoirs of his wife, the mother of hie children, 
the partner of his joys and sorrows, it is easy to see 
how Bunsen’s whole mode of life became possible only 
by the unceasing devotion of an ardent soul and 
a clear head consecrated to one object—to love and 
to cherish, for better for worse, for ridier for poorer, 
, in sickness and in health, till death os do part—ay, 
and even aft«r death 1 Wi^ such a wife the soul of 
Bqnscn could soar on its .wings, the small cares of life 
were removed, an. in^pendence was secured, and, 
Umugh the Indian plans had to be surrender^ the 
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higheat ambition of Bunsen’s liffe, a professorslnp in a 
German University, seemed no\^ easy of attainment. 
We should have liked a few itiore paj^es 
the joyous life of the young couple in the lieyday of 
their life; we could have wished that he had not de¬ 
clined the wish of ’his mother-in-law. to have his 
bust made by Thorwaldsen. at a time when he must 
have been a model of manly heauty. But if we 
know less than we could wish of what Bunsen 
then was in the eyes of the world, we are allowi-d 
Van insight into that heavenly life which underlay 
all the outward happiness of that time, and which 
shows him to us as but one eye could then have .seen 
him. A few weeks after his marriage he writes in his 
journal:— 

Btemal, omnipresent Godl enlighten me with 
Holy Spirit, and fill me with Thy heavenly 
light! What in childhood I felt and yearned after, 
what throughout the years of youth grew clearer 
and clearer before my soul,—I will now venture to 
hold ^t, to examine, to represent the revelation of 
Thee in man’s energies and efforts; Thy firm path 
through the stream of ages I long to trace and 
re^niae, as far as may be permitted to me even in 
this body of earth. The song of praise to Thee from 
the whole of humanity, in times far and near,—the 
pains md lamentations of men, and their consola- 
tiema in Thee,—I wish to take in, clear and un¬ 
hindered. Do Thou send me Thy Spirit of Truth, 
that I may behold things earthly as they are, with¬ 
out veil and without mask, without human trappings 
and empty adornment, aad that in tiie silent peace 
of ttuth I may feel and recognise Hiee. Let me not 
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falter, nor slide away from the great end of knowing 
Thee. Let not the joys, or honours, or vanities of 
the world enfeeble and darken my spirit; let me 
ever feel that I can only perceive and know Thee in 
so far as mine is a living soul, and lives, and moves, 
and has its being in Thee.’ 

Here we see Bunsen as the world did not see him, 
and we may observe how then, as ever, his literary 
work was to him hallowed by the objects for which 
it was intended. ‘ The firm path of God through the 
stream of ages ’ is but another title for one of his last 
works, * God in History,’ planned with such youthful 
ardour, and finished under the lengthening shadow of 
death. 

The happiness of Bunsen’s life at Rome may easily 
be imagined. Though anxious to begin his work 
at a German University, he stipulated for three more 
years of freedom and preparation. Who could have 
made the sacrifice of the bright spring of life, of the 
unclouded days of happiness at Rome with wife and 
children, and with such friends as Niebuhr and 
Brandis? Yet this stay at Rome was fraught with 
fatal consequences. It led the straight current of 
Bunsen’s life, which lay so clear before him, into a 
new bod, at first very tempting, for a time smooth 
and sunny, but alasl ending in waste of energy for 
which no outward splendour could atone. The first 
false step seemed very natural and harmless. When 
Brandis went to Germany to b^in his professorial 
work, Bunsen took his place m Niebuhr’s secretary 
at Rome. He was determined, then, that nothing 
should induce him to remain in Idle diplomatio career 
(p. 130), but the current of that mill'Stream was too 
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strong even for Bunsen. How he renminc<l as Seci e- 
tary of Legation, 1818 ; how the King of J’russia. 
Fr^eriek William III, canae to visit Rome, ami took 
a fancy to the young diplomatist, who could sjx-ak 
to him with a modesty and frankness little known 
at Courts; how, when Niebuhr exchanged his em¬ 
bassy for a professorial chair at Bonn, Bunsen r«‘- 
mained as Chargd d’ Affaires ; how he went to Berlin. 
1827-8, and gained the hearts of the ohl King and 
of everybody else; how he returned to Rome and 
was fascinated by the young Crown Prince of Prussia, 
afterwards Frederick William IV, whom he had to 
conduct through the antiquities and the modern life 
of the world city; how he became Prussian Minister, 
the friend of popes and cardinals, the centre of the 
best and most brilliant society; how, wlien the ditli- 
culties b^an between Prussia and the Papal Govern¬ 
ment, chiefly wifii regard to mixed marriages, Bunsen 
tried to mediate, and was at last disowned by both 
parties in 1838—^all this may now be read in the 
open memoirs of his life. His letters during these 
twenty years are numerous and full, particularly 
those addressed to his sister, to whom he was deeply 
attached. They are the most touching and elevating 
record of a life spent in important official business, 
in interesting social intercourse, in literary and anti¬ 
quarian resciarches, in the enjoyment of art and 
nature, uid in tiie blessedness of a prosperous family 
li&, and throughout in an unbroken communion with 
G|od. ^Riere is hardly a letter without an expression 
of that religi(m in common life, that constant con- 
setommess of a IHvine Presence, which made his life 
a Ufe in God. To many readers this free outpouring 
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of a Qod-loving soul will seem to approach too near 
to that abuse of religious phraseology which is a sign 
of superficial rather than of deep-rooted piety. But, 
though through life a sworn enemy of every kind of 
cant, Bunsen never would surrender the privilege of 
speaking the language of a Christian, because that 
language had been profaned by the thoughtless repe¬ 
tition of shallow pietists. 

Bunsen has frequently been accused of pietism, 
particularly in Germany, by men who could not dis¬ 
tinguish between pietism and piety, just as in Eng¬ 
land he was attacked as a freethinker by men who 
never knew the freedom of the dBldren of God. 

‘ Christianity is ours, not theirs,’ he would frequently 
say of those who made religion a mere profession, 
and imagined they knew Christ because they held a 
crozier and wore a mitre. We can now watch the 
deep emotions tod. firm convictions of that true- 
heated man, in lettears of undoubted sincerity, ad¬ 
dressed to his sister and his friends, and we can only 
wonder with what feelings they have been perused 
by those who in England questioned his Christianity 
or who in Germany suspected his honesty. 

From the time of bis first meeting with the King 
of Prussia at Rome, and still more, after his stay at 
Berlin in 1827, Bunsen's chief interest with regard 
to Prussia centred in ecclesiastical matters. The 
King, after effecting the union of the Lutheran and 
Calvinistio branches of the Protestant Church, was 
deeply interested in drawing up a new Liturgy for 
hb own national, or, as it was called. Evangelical 
Church. The introduction of his liturgy, or Agenda, 
particularly as it was carried out, like ever3rthing else 
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in Prussia, by Royal decree, met with considerable 
resistance. Bunsen, who had been led independently 
to the study of ancient liturgies, and who had de¬ 
voted much of his time at Rome to the collection of 
ancient hymns and hymn tunes, could speak to tho 
King on these favourite topics from the fulness of his 
heart. The Eliug listened to him, even when Bunsen 
ventured to express his dissent from some of the 
Royal proposals, and when he, the young attach^, 
deprecated any authoritative interference with tho 
freedom of the Church. In Prussia the whole move¬ 
ment was unpopular, and Bunsen, though he worked 
hard to render it less so, was held responsible for 
much which he himself had disapproved. Of all 
these turbulent transactions there remains but one 
bright and precious relic, Bunsen's ‘ Hymn and 
Prayer-book.’ 

The Prussian Legation on the Capitol was during 
Bunsen’s day not only the meeting-place of all dis¬ 
tinguished Germans, but, in the absence of an English 
Embassy, it also became the recognised centre of the 
most interesting portion of English society at Rome. 
Among the Germans, whose presence told on Bunsen’s 
life, either by a continued friendship or by common 
interests and pursuits, we meet the names of Ludwig, 
King of Bavaria, Baron von Stein, the great Prussian 
statesman, Radowitz, the less fortunate predecessor 
of Bismarck, Schnorr, Overbeck, and Mendelssohn. 
Among Englishmen, whose friendship with Bunsen 
dates from the Capitol, we find Thirlwall, Philip 
Pusey, Arnold, and Julius Hare. The names of 
Thorwaldsen, too, of Leopardi, Lord ELasUngs, Cham- 
pollion. Sir Walter Scott, Chateaubriand occur again 
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and again in the memoirs of that Roman life which 
teems with interesting events and anecdotes. The 
only literary production of that eventful period are 
Bunsen’s part in Platner's ‘ Description of Rome,’ and 
the ‘Hymn and Prayer-book.’ But much material 
for later publications had been amassed in the mean¬ 
time. The study of the Old Testament had been 
prosecuted at all times, and in 1824 the first be¬ 
ginning was made by Bunsen in the study of hiero¬ 
glyphics, afterwards continued with Champollion, and 
later with Lepsius. The Archeeological Institute and 
the German Hospital, both on the Capitol, were the 
two permanent bequests that Bunsen left behind 
when he shook off the dust of his feet, and left 
Rome on the 29th of April, 1838, in search of a 
new Capitol. 

At Berlin, Bunsen was then in disgrace. He had 
not actually been dismissed the service, but he was 
prohibited from going to Berlin to justify himself, 
and he was ordered to proceed to England on leave 
of absence. To England, therefore, Bunsen now di¬ 
rected his steps with his wife and children, and there, 
at least, he was certain of a warm welcome, both 
from his wife's relations and from his own very 
numerous friends. When we read throng the letters 
of that period, we hardly miss the name of a single 
man illustrious at that time in England. As if to 
make up for the injustice done to him in Italy, and 
for the ingratitude of his country, people of all classes 
and of tiie most opposite views vied in dmng him 
honomr. Rest he certainly found none, while travel¬ 
ling about from one town to another, and staying at 
friends' houses, attending meetings, making speeches. 
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writing articles, and, as usual, amassing new in¬ 
formation wherever he could find it. He worked at 
Egyptian witii Lepsius; at Welsh while staying with 
Lady Hall; at Ethnology with Dr. Prichard. He 
had to draw up two State {^pers—one on the Papal 
aggression, the other on the law of divorce. He 
plunged, of course, at once into all the ecclesiastical 
and theological questions that were then agitating 
people's minds in England, and devoted his few really 
quiet houra to the preparation of his own ‘Life of 
Christ.’ With Lord Ashley he attended Bible meet¬ 
ings, with Mrs. Fry he explored the prisons, with 
Philip Pusey he attended agricultural assemblies, and 
be spent night after night as an admiring listener in 
the House of Commons. He was presented to the 
Queen and the Duke of Wellington, was made a 
D.C.L. at Oxford, discussed the future with J. H. 
Newman, the past with Buckland, Sedgwick, and 
Whewell. Lord Palmerston and Lord John Russell 
invited him to political conferences; Maurice and 
Keble listened to his fervent addresses; Dr. Arnold 
consulted the friend of Niebuhr on his own ‘ History 
of Rome,’ and tried to convert him to more liberal 
opinions with regard to Church reform. Dr. Holland, 
Mrs. Austin, Ruskin, Carlyle, Macaulay, Gaisford, 
Dr. Hawkins, and many more, all greeted him, all 
tried to do him honour, and many of them became 
attached to him for life. The an^tectural monu¬ 
ments of England, its castles, parks, and mins, 
passed quickly through his field of vision during 
that eh<^ stay. But he soon calls out: ‘I care not 
now for all the ruins of England; it is her life that 
I Uke.’ 
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Most tonehitt^ is his admiration, his '^al love of 
Gladstone. Thirty years have since palsed, and the 
HK^rld.at^hSrge has foi^d out b/^s tiiipe what Eng¬ 
land. possesses in^him. But it not aq iii 1838, 
ai5id few men at that early time could have >read 
^ladstoWs" he^t and-‘ mind ‘po truly'hs BiinsOn. 
Here ^e % few of his Remarks 

^ Last niglit, when I caine home from the Duke, 
dihMlstohe^s book, was oh tables the second edition 
havin|[^ CotSae' out'at seven o'clock. It is the book of 
the time, a ^reat evSnt-^the first book since Burke 
i^aii^ goes to the bottom of the vital question; far 
a'hove his party and his time. I sat up till after 
zhidhight; and this morning I continued until I had 
’ the whole, and almost every sheet bears my 
niBZ'giual glosses, destined for the Prince, to whom I 
have sent the book with all despatch. Gladstone is 
the first man in England as to intellectual powers, 
and he has heard higher tones than any one else in 
this island.* 

And again (p. 493) !— 

^CBadstone is by far the first living intellectual 
power on that side. He has left his schoolmasters 
far behind him, but we must not bonder if he still 
-f^ks in their trammels; his ger^s -will soon firee 
itp^ entirelyi and fly towsrds^hedven with, its own 
vidng|.1v/. I-wonder Gladstonf^ jA>bQ]d.4iot have the 
feitiSi^ i^t' he is moving dn an incUnt^ pl<w«, or 
f|tt£^‘down among ruins, |Slilf ha4V^ settled in a 
'W^-stored house.* ' . ' 

^ /OfiKesilaan, whcfln he had met at jBonsen 

si^s,;— V ' , 

morningT lmYe had jtwa ^ breakfast 
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^th Newi^ or it is lad,—he and his friends aye 
truly intcaiwtual pwple, but they hhve lost their 
goin^ ezAAtiy my way^ but stopping short in 
the^ mid^. It is top hte. TJiere has been ^ 
amJc»ble change of ideas and a Christiatt under¬ 
standing. Ypsterday he preached a beautiftil sermon. 
A new period of life begins for iae j may God’s Uessinff 
beuponiti’ ^ 

Oxford made a deep ii^pression pp Bunsen’s mind. 
He writes:— 

‘ I am luxuriating in the delights of Oxford. There 
has never been eilough said of this Queen of all 
cities.’ 

But what as a German he admired and envied 
most w-as, after all, the House of Commons^ 

‘ I wish you could form an idea of what I felt. I 
ww for the first time man, the member of a true 
Germamc State, in his highest, his proper place, de¬ 
fending the highest interests of humanity with the 
wpnderful power of speech-wrestling, but with the 
a™ of the spirit, boldly grasping at or tenaciously 
holding fast power, in the presence of his fellow- 
citizens, submitti^ to the public conscience the judg. 
ment of his cause and of his own uprightness. I saw 
before me the empire of the world governed, and the 
rest of the worltf ' controlled and judged, by Hiis 
^mbly. I h^ fueling that, had I b^ bom in 
England, I Would rather be dead than liot ^ 
and s^ealE amoD^ th^ I thought of my own 
TOu^^ ^d ^ thankfol that I could thank Giod 
for bei^ w QOnhan and being myselt ^t.J felt» 
also, that we aj|^ jdl children on thia field hi com¬ 
parison witi^ ito ‘jE^DIgijsh j how muehTthey, with Ibeir i 
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discipline of mind, body, and heart, can effect even 
with but moderate genius, and even with talent 
alone I I drank in every word from the lips of the 
speakers, even those I disliked.’ 

More ^an a year was thus spent in England in the 
very fulness of life. ‘ My stay inTEngland in t 838-39/ 
he writes at a later time, the sand of September, 
1841, ‘ was the poetry of my existence as a man; this 
is the prose of it. There was a dew upon those 
fifteen months, which the sun has dried up, and 
which nothing can restore.’ Yet even then Bunsen 
could not have been free from anxieties for the future. 
He had a large family growing up, and he was now 
again, at the age of forty-seven, without any definite 
prospects in life. In spite, however, of the intrigues 
of his enemies, the personal feelings of the King and 
the Crown Prince prevailed at last, and he was 
appointed in July, 1839, as Prussian Minister in 
Switzerland, his secret and confidential instructions 
being ‘to do nothing.’ These instructions were care¬ 
fully observed by Bunsen, as far as politics were 
concerned. He passed two years of rest at the 
Hubei, near Berne, with his family, devoted to his 
books, receiving visits from his friends, and watching 
from a distance the coming events in Prussia. 

In 1840 the old King died, and it was generally 
expected that Bunsen would at once receive an in¬ 
fluential position at Berlin. Not tall April, 1841, 
however, was he summoned to the Court, although, to 
judge from the correspondence between him and the 
new King, Frederick William IV, few men could have 
eiyoyed a larger share of royal confidence and love 
Bunsen. The king was hungering and thirsting 
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• after Bunsen, yet Bunsen was not invited to Berlin. 
The fact is that the young king had many friends, 
and those friends were not the friends of Bunsen. 
They were satisfied with his honorary exile in Switzer¬ 
land, and thought him best employed at a distance in 
doing nothing. The Tdng, too, who knew Bunsen’s 
character from former years, must have known that 
Berlin was not large enough for him, and he therefore 
left him in his Swiss retirement till an employment 
worthy of him could be found. This was to go on 
a special mission to England with a view of estab¬ 
lishing, in common with the Church of England, 
a Protestant Bishopric at Jerusalem. In Jerusalem 
the king hoped that the two principal Protestant 
Churches of Europe would, across the grave of the 
Redeemer, reach to each other the right band of 
fellowship. Bunsen entered into this plan with ail 
the energy of his mind and heart. It was a work 
thoroughly congenial to himself, and if it required 
diplomatic skill, certainly no one could have aehioved 
it more expeditiously and successfully than Bunsen. 
He was then a persona grata with Bishops and Arch¬ 
bishops, and Lord Ashley—not yet Lord Shaftesbury 
—gave him all the support his party could command. 
English influence was then so powerful at Constanti¬ 
nople that all difficulties doe to Turkish bigotry were 
quickly removed. At the end of June, 1841, he 
arrived in London; on the 6th of August he wrote, 
‘All is settledand on the 7th of November the new 
Bishop of Jerusalem was consecrated. Seldom was a 
more important and more complicated transaction 
settled in so short a time. Bhul the discussions been 
prolonged, had time been given to tiie leaders of the 
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Romanising party to recover from their surprise, the 
Bill that had to be passed through both Houses would 
certainly have been defeated. People have hardly 
yet understood the real bearing of that measure, nor 
appreciated the germ which it may still contain for 
the future of the Reformed Church, One man only 
seems to have seen clearly what a blow this first 
attempt at a union between the Protestant Churches 
of England and Germany was to his own plans, and 
to the plans of his Mends ; and we know now, from 
Newman’s ‘Apologia,’ that the Bishopric of Jerusalem 
drove him to the Church of Rome. This may have 
been for the time a great loss to the Church of 
England; it marked, at all events, a great crisis in 
her history. 

In spite, however, of his great and unexpected 
success, there are traces of weariness in Bunsen’s 
letters of that time, which show that he was longing 
for more congenial work. ‘ Oh, how I hate and 
detest diplomatic lifel’ he wrote to his wife; ‘and 
how little true intellectuality is there in the high 
society here as soon as you cease to speak of English 
national subjects and interests; and the eternal 
hurricanes, whirling, urging, i-ushing, in this monster 
of a town! Even with you and the children life 
would become oppressive under the diplomatic burden. 
I can pray for our country life, but 1 cannot pray 
for a London life, although I dare not pray against 
it, if it must be.' 

Bunsen’s observations of character amidst the dis¬ 
tractions of his London season are very interesting 
and striking, particularly at tins distance of time. 
He writes 
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‘ Mr. Gladstone has been invited to become one of 
the trustees of the Jerusalem Fund. He is beset with 
scruples; his heart is with us, but his mind is en¬ 
tangled in a narrow system. He awaits salvation 
from another code, and by wholly different ways 
from myself. Yesterday morning I had a letter from 
him of twenty-four pages, to which I replied early 
this morning by eight. 

‘ The Bishop of London constantly rises in my esti¬ 
mation. He has replied admirably to Mr. Gladstone, 
closing with the words, “My dear Sir, my intention is 
not to limit and restrict the Church of Christ, but to 
enlarge it.’” 

A letter from Sir Robert Peel, too, must here be 
quoted in full:— 

* WHITBHALt, 
Oetofier lo, 1841. 

‘ My dear Mr. Bunsen,—My note merely conveyed 
a request that you would be good enough to meet Mr. 
Cornelius at dinner on Friday last. 

‘I assure you that I have been amply repaid for 
any attention I may have shown to that distinguished 
artist, in the personal satisfaction I have had in the 
opportunity of making his acquaintance. He is one 
of a noble people distinguished in every art of war 
and peace. The union and patriotism of that people, 
spread over the centre of Europe, will contribute the 
surest guarantee for the peace of the world, and the 
moat powerful check upon Une spread of all pernicious 
doctrines iiyurious to the cause of religion and order, 
and that liberty which respects the rights of others. 

* My earnest hope is that every member of this 
illustrious race, while he may cherish the particular 
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country of his birth as he does his home, will extend 
his devotion beyond its narrow limits, and exult in 
the name of a German, and recognise the claim of 
Germany to the love and affection and patriotic exer¬ 
tions of all her sons. 

‘I hope I judge the feelings of every €lerman by 
those which were excited in my own breast (in the 
breast of a foreigner and a stranger) by a simple 
ballad, that seemed, however, to concentrate the will 
of a mighty people, and said emphatically, 

"They ehnU not have the Rhine," 

‘ They will not have it—and the Rhine will be pro¬ 
tected by a song, if the sentiments which that song 
embodies pervade, as I hope and trust they do, every 
German heart. 

* You will begin to think that I am a good German 
myself—and so I am, if hearty wishes for the union 
and welfare of the German race can constitute one. 

' Believe me, most faithfully yours, 

‘Robert Peeb.’ 

When Bunsen was on the point of leaving London 
he received the unexpected and unsolicited appoint¬ 
ment of Prussian Envoy in England, an appointment 
which he could not bring himself to decline, and 
which agidn postponed for twelve years his cherished 
plans of an oHum eum dignitaie. What the world 
at large would have oalied the most fortunate event 
in Bunsi^’s life proved indeed a real misfortune. It 
deprived Bunsen of the last chance of ftiUy realising 
the literary plans of his youth, and it derived the 
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world of services that na one could have rendered so 
well in the cause of freedom of tiiought, of practical 
religion, and in teaching the weighty lessons of anti¬ 
quity to the youth of the future. It made him waste 
Us precious hours in work that any Prussian baron 
could have done as* well, if not better, and did not set 
him free until his bodily strength was undermined, 
and the joyful temper of his mind saddened by sad 
experiences. 

Nothing could have been more brilliant than the 
beginning of Bunsen’s diplomatic career in England. 
First came the visit of the King of Prussia, whom 
the Queen had invited to be godfather to the Prince 
of Wales. Soon after the Prince of Prussia came 
to England under the guidance of Bunsen. Then 
followed the return visit of the Queen at Stolzenfels, 
on the Rhine. All this, no doubt, took op much of 
Bunsen’s time, but it gave him also the pleasantest 
introduction to the highest society of England; for, 
as Baroness Bunsen shrewdly remarks, ‘there is 
nothing like standing within the Bude-light of 
Royalt]^ to make one conspicuous, and sharpen per¬ 
ceptions and recollections.’ (IL p. 8.) Bunsen com¬ 
plained, no doubt, now and then, abojat excessive 
official work, yet he seemed on the whole reconciled 
to his position, and up to the year 1847 we hear of no 
attempts to escape from diplomatic bondage. In a 
letter to Mrs. Fry he says:— 

'1 can assure you 1 never passed a more quiet and 
truly satas&ctoiy evening in London than tlm las^ in 
the Queen’s hoos^ in the midst of ^e excitement of 
theseascm. I think this is a drcumstance for which 
one ought to be thankful; and it has much temliyed 
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me of hours that I have spent at Berlin and Sans 
Souci with the King and the Queen and the Princess 
William, and, I am thankful to add, with the Princess 
of Prussia, mother of the future King. It is a striking 
and consoling and instructive proof that what is called 
the world, the great world, is not necessarily worldly 
in itself, but only by that inward worldliness which, 
as rebellion against the spirit, creeps into the cottage 
as well as into the palace, and against which no out¬ 
ward form is any protection. Forms and rules may 
prevent the outbreak of wrong, but cannot regenerate 
right, and may quench the spirit and poison inward 
truth. The Queen gives hours daily to the labour of 
examining into the claims of the numberless petitions 
addressed to her, among other duties to which her 
time of privacy is devoted.’ 

The Queen's name and that of Prince Albert occur 
often in these memoirs, and a few of Bunsen’s remarks 
and observlitions may be of interest, though they 
contain little that can now be new to the readers of 
the ‘ Life of the Prince Consort ’ and of the ‘ Queen’s 
Journal.’ 

First, a graphic description, from the hand of 
Baroness Bunsen, of the Queen opening Parliament 
in 184 a:— 

' Last, the procession of the Queen’s entry, and her¬ 
self, looking worthy and fit to be the converging point 
of so many rays of grandeur. It is self-evident that 
she is not tall, but were she ever so tall she could not 
have more grace and dignity, a head better set, a 
throat more royally and classically arching; and one 
adiramtage there is in her not being taller, that when 
ste%8t8 a glance it is of necessity upwards and not 
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downwards, and thus the effect of the eyes is not 
thrown away—the beam and effluence not lost. The 
composure with which she filled the throne, while 
awaiting the Commons, was a test of character—no 
tidget and no apathy. Then, her voice and enun¬ 
ciation could not be* more perfect. In short, it could 
not be said that she did well, but she was the Queen— 
she was, and felt herself to be, the acknowledged chief 
among grand and national realities.’ (Vol. II. p. lo.) 

The next is an account of the Queen at Windsor 
Castle on receiving the Princess of Prussia, in 1846 :— 

‘The Queen looked well and rayonnante, with that 
expression that she always has when thoroughly 
pleased with all that occupies her mind, which you 
know I always observe with delight, as fraught with 
that truth and reality which so essentially belong to 
her character, and so strongly distinguish her coun¬ 
tenance, in all its changes, from the fixed mask only 
too common in the Royal rank of society.* (Vol. II. 
P- *15 ) 

After having spent some days at Windsor Castle, 
Bunsen writes in 1846:— 

‘The Queen often spoke with me about education, 
and in particular of religious instruction. Her views 
are very serious, but at the same time liberal and 
comprehensive. She (as well as Prince Albert) hates 
all formalism. The Queen reads a great deal, and 
has done my book on ‘The Church of the Future’ 
the honour to read it so attentively, that ^e other 
day, ifhen at Cashiobuty, seeing the book on the 
table, she looked out passages which she had approved 
in order to read them aloud to the Queen-Dowager.* 
(VoL II. p, lai.) 
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And once more:— 

‘ The-Queen is a wife and a mother as happy as the 
happiest in her dominions, and no one can be more 
careful of her charges. She often speaks to me of the 
great task before her and the Prince in the education 
of the Royal children, and particularly of the Prince 
«of Wales and the Princess Rnyal.’ 

Before the troubles of 1847 and 1848, Bunsen was 
enabled to spend part of his time in the country, 
away from the turmoil of London, and much of his 
literary work dates from that time. After his ‘ Church 
of the Future,* the discovery of the genuine epistles 
of Ignatius by the late Dr. Cureton led Bunsen back 
to the study of the earliest literature of the Christian 
Church, and the results of these researches were pub¬ 
lished in his ‘Ignatius.’ Lepsius’ stay in England 
and his expedition to Egypt induced Bunsen to put 
his own materials in order and to give to the world 
his long-xhatured views on ‘The Place of Egypt in 
Universal History.’ The later volumes of this work 
led him into philological studies of a more general 
character, and at the meeting of the British Associ¬ 
ation at Oxford, in 1847, he read before the brilliantly- 
attended ethnological section his paper ‘ On the results 
of the recent Egyptian researches in reference to 
Auatic and African Ethnology, and the Classification 
of Xianguages,’ published in the ‘Transactions’ of the 
Association, and separately under the title, ‘Three 
linguistic Dissertations, by Chevalier Bunsen, Dr. 
Charles Meyer, and Dr. Max MUller.’ ‘Those tiuee 
(k>ys at Oi^ord,* he writes, ‘were a time of great 
i^^nctum to me. both in my public and private 
Everytlung unportant in litenatipre and 
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art attracted not only his notice, but his warmest 
interest; and no one who wanted encouragement, 
advice, or help in literary or historical researches, 
knocked in vain at Bunsen’s door. Bis table at 
breakfast and dinner ^as filled by ambassadors and 
professors, by biskops and missionaries, by dukes and 
poor scholars, and his evening parties offered a kind 
of neutral ground, where people could meet who could 
have met nowhere else, and where English prejudices 
had no jurisdiction. That Bunsen, holding the po8i> 
tion which he held in society, but still more being 
what he was apart from his social position, should 
have made his presence felt in Elngland, was not to 
be wondered at. He would speak out whenever he 
felt strongly, but he was the last man to meddle or to 
intrigue. He had no time even if he had had taste 
for it. But there were men in England who could 
never forgive him for the Jerusalem Bishopric, and 
who resorted to the usual tactics for making a man 
unpopular. A cry was soon raised against his supposed 
influence at Cou^ and doubts were thrown out as to 
his orthodoxy. Every Liberal bishop that was ap¬ 
pointed was said to have been appointed through 
Bunsen. Dr. ELampden was declai^ to have been 
his nominee—the fact being that Bunsen did not even 
know of him before he had been made a bishop. As 
his practical Christianity could not well be questioned, 
he was accused of holding heretiical opinions, because 
his chronology differed from that of Jewish Babbis 
and l^shop Usher. It is extraotdinaiy how little 
Bunsen himself cared about these i^tacks, though 
they dansed acute suffering to his family. was 
not (m^prised that he should be hated by th(^ whose 
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theological opinions he considered unsound, and whose 
ecclesiastical politics he had openly declared to be 
fraught with danger to the most sacred interests of 
the Church. Besides, he was the personal friend of 
such men as Arnold, Hare, Thirlwall, Maurice, Stanley, 
and Jowett. He had even a kind word to say for 
Froude’s ‘Nemesis of Faith.’ He could sympathise, 
no doubt, with all that was good and honest, whether 
among the High Church or Low Church party, and 
many of his personal friends belonged to the one as 
well as to the other; but he could also thunder forth 
with no uncertain sound against everything that 
seemed to him hypocritical, pharasaical, unchristian. 
Thus he writes (II. p. 8i):— 

‘I apprehend having given the ill-disposed a pretext 
for considering me a semi-Pelagian, a contemner of 
the Sacraments, or denier of the Son, a perverter of 
the doctrine of justification, and therefore a crypto- 
Catholic thoosophist, heretic, and enthusiast, deserving 
of all condemnation. I have written it because 1 felt 
compelled in conscience to do so.’ 

Again (II. p. 87):— 

‘ In my letter to Mr. Gladstone, I have maintained 
the lawfulness and the apostolic character of the 
German Protestant Church. You will find the style 
changed in this work, bolder and more free.’ 

Attacks, indeed, became frequent and more and 
bitter, but Bunsen seldom took any notice of 
tl^mt He writes:— 

'Hare is fiill bf wrath at an attack made upon me in 
thc^*Christian Remembrancer”—in a very Jesuitical 
...wtfjr^^ainuating that 1 ought not to have so much 
inflfienoe allowed me. Another article execrates the 
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Bishopric of Jerasalem as an abomination. This zeal 
savours more of hatred than of charity.’ 

But though Bunsen felt far too firmly grounded in 
his own Christian faith to be shaken by such attacks 
upon himself, he too could be roused to wrath and 
indignation when the poisoned aiTows of theological 
Fijians were shot against his friends. When speaking 
of the attacks on Arnold, he writes:— 

‘Truth is nothing in this generation except a means, 
in the best case, to something good ; but never, like 
virtue, considered as good, as the good—the object in 
itself. X dreams away in twilight. Y is sliding into 
Puseyism. Z (the Evangelicals) go on thrashing the 
old straw. I wish it were otherwise ; but I love Eng¬ 
land, with all her faults. I write to you, now only to 
you, all I think. All the errors and blunders which 
make the Fuseyites a stumbling-block to so many— 
the rock on which they .split is no other than what 
Rome split upon—self-righteousness, out of want of 
understanding justification by faith, and hovering 
about the unholy and blasphemous idea of atoning for 
our sins, because they feel not, understand not, indeed 
believe not, </ie Atonement, and therefore enjoy not the 
glorious privileges of the children of God—the blessed 
duty of the sacrifice of thanksgiving through Him who 
atoned for them. Therefore no sacrifice—therefore 
no Christian priesthood—no Church. By our fathers 
these ideas were fundamentally acknowledged; they 
were in abeyance in the worsUp of the Church] but 
not on the domestic altar and in the ‘hymns of the 
spirit. With the Fuseyites, as with the Romanists, 
these ideas are cut ofiT at the roots. O when will the 
Word of God be brought up against them? What a 
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state this cotintry is in I The land of liberty rushing 
into the worst slavery, tiie veriest thraldom!’ 

To many people it might have seemed as if Bunsen 
during all this time was so much absorbed in English 
interests, political, theological, and social, that he 
had ceased to care for what was passing in his own 
country. His letters, however, tell a different tale. His 
voluminous correspondence with the King of Prussia, 
though not yet published, will one day bear witness 
to Bunsen’s devotion to his country, and his enthu¬ 
siastic attachment to the house of Hohenzollem. From 
to year he was urging on the King and his ad¬ 
visers the wisdom of liberal concessions, and the abso¬ 
lute necessity of action. He was working at plans 
for constitutional reforms, he went to Berlin to rouse 
the King, to shame his Ministers, to insist in season 
and out of season on the duty of acting before it was 
too late. His faith in the King is most touching. 
When he goes to Berlin in 1844, he sees everywhere 
how unpopular the King is, how even his best inten¬ 
tions are misunderstood and misrepresented. Yet he 
goes on working and hoping, and he sacrifices his 
own popularity rather than oppose openly the suicidal 
policy that might have ruined Prassia, if Prussia 
could have been ruined. Thhs he writes in August, 
1845 

* To act as a statesman at the helm, in the Father- 
land, I consider not to be in the least my calling; what 
X bdieve to be my calling is to be mounted high be^ 
fcTO the mast, to observe what land,^ what breskers, 
what signs of coming storm, there may be, and then 
to aimonnoe them to the wise and practical steersman. 
It ' to tibie same to nm whether my own nation shall 
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know in my lifetime or after my death, how faithfully 
I have taken to heart its weal and woe, be it in 
Church or State, and borne it on my heart as my 
nearest interest, as long as life lasted. I give up the 
point of making myself understood in the present 
generation. Here (in London) I consider myself to 
be upon the right spot. I seek to preserve peace and 
unity, and to remove dissatisfaction, wherever it is 
possible.’ 

Nothing, however, was done. Year after year was 
thrown sway, like a Sibylline leaf, and-the penalty 
for the opportunities that had been lost became 
heavier and heavier. The King, particularly when 
he was under the influences of Bunsen's good genius, 
was ready for any sacrifice. ‘The commotion,’ he 
exclaimed, in 1845, ‘ can only be met and overcome 
by freedom, absolute freedom.’ But when Bunsen 
wanted measures, not words, the King himself seemed 
powerless. Surrounded as he was by men of the 
most opposite characters and interests, and quite 
capable of gauging them all—for his intellect was of 
no common stamp-<-he could agree with all of them 
to a certain point, but could never bring himself to go 
the whole length with any one of them. Bunsen 
writes from Berlin:—‘ My stay will certainly not be 
a long one; the King's heart is like that of a brother 
towards me, but our ways diverge. The die is cast, 
and he reads in my countenance that I deplore the 
throW. He too fulfils his fate, and we with him.’ 

When, at last, in 1847, Constitution was granted 
by the King, it was too late. Sir Bobert Feel seems 
to have bemi hopeful, and in a letter of twenty-ttto 
Pfg» to Bunsen he Expressed ah opinion that the 
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Prussian Government might still be able to maintain 
the Constitution, if only sincere in desiring its due 
development, and prepared in mind for that develop¬ 
ment. To the King, however, and to the party at 
Court, the Constitution, if not actually hateful, was 
a mere plaything, and the idea of surrendering one 
particle of his independence never entered the King’s 
mind. Besides, 1848 was at the door, and Bunsen 
certainly saw the coming storm from a distance, 
though he could not succeed in opening the eyes of 
those who stood at the helm in Prussia. Shortly be¬ 
fore the hurricane broke loose, Bunsen had once more 
determined to throw up his official position, and retire 
to Bonn. But with 1848 all these hopes and plans 
were scattered to the winds. Bunsen’s life became 
more restless than evefr, and his health was gradually 
giving way under the constant tension of his mind. 

‘ I feel,’ he writes in 1848, to Archdeacon Hare, ‘ that 
I have entered into a new period of life. I have given 
up all private concerns, all studies and researches of 
my own, and live entirely for the present political 
emergencies of my country, to stand or to faU by and 
with it.’ 

■With his love for England he deeply felt the want 
of sympathy on the part of England for Prussia in 
her struggle to unite and regenerate the whole of 
Germany. ‘It is quite entertaining,’ he writes with 
a touch of irony very unusual in his letters, ‘ to see 
the stiff unbelief of the English in the future of Ger¬ 
many. Lord John is merely uninformed. Peel has 
somewhat staggered the mind of the excellent Prince 
by his unbelief; yet he has a statesmanlike good-will 
towards the Oermanio nations, and even for the 
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German nation. Aberdeen is the greatest sinner. 
He believes in God and the Emperor Nicholas!’ The 
Schleswig-Hobtein question embittered his feelings 
still more, and in absence of all determined convictions 
at Berlin, the want of moral courage and political 
faith among those in whose hands the destinies of 
Germany had been placed, roused him to wrath and 
fury, though he could never be driven to despair of 
the future of Prussia. For a time, indeed, he seemed 
to hesitate between Frankfort, then the seat of the 
German Parliament, and Berlin; and he would have 
accepted the Premiership at Frankfort if his friend 
Baron Stockmar had accepted the Ministry of Foreign 
Adairs. But very soon ho perceived that, however 
paralyzed for the moment, Prussia was the only pos¬ 
sible centre of life for a regeneration of Germany, 
that Prussia could not bo merged in Germany, but 
that Germany had to be resuscitated and reinvigorated 
through Prussia. His patriotic nominalism, if we 
may so call his youthful dreams of a united Germany, 
had to yield to the force of that political realism 
which sacrifices names to things, poetry to prose, the 
ideal to the possible. What made his decision easier 
than it would otherwise have been to a heart so full 
of enthusiasm was his personal attachment to the 
King and to the Prince of Prussia, For a time, in¬ 
deed, though for a short time only, Bunsen, after his 
interview with the King in January, 1849, believed 
that his hopes might still be realised, and he seems 
actually to have h^ the King’s promise that he would 
accept the Crown of a United Germany, without Aus¬ 
tria. But as soon as Bunsen had left Berlin new in¬ 
fluences began to work on the King’s brain,and when 
VOI.. II. A * 
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Bimsen reiumed, ftiU of hope, he was told by the King 
himself that he had never repented in such a degree 
of any step as that which Bunsen had advised him to 
take; that the course entered upon was a wrong 
to Austria; that he would have nothing to do with 
such an abominable line of politics, but would leave 
that to the Ministry at Frankfort. Whenever the 
personal question should be addressed to him, then 
would he reply as one of the Hohenzollern, and thus 
live and die as an honest man. Bunsen, though 
mourning over the disappointed hopes that had once 
centred in Frederick William IV, and freely express¬ 
ing the divergence of opinion that separated him front 
his Sovereign, remained throughout a fsithful servant 
and a loyal friend. BBs buoyant spirit, confident that 
nothing could ruin Prussia, was looking forward to 
the future, undismayed by the unbroken succession 
of blunders and failures of Prussian statesmen—nay, 
eigoying with a prophetic fervour, at the time of the 
deep^t degradation of Prussia at Olmiitz, the final 
and inevitable triumph of that cause which counted 
among its hero^ and martyrs such names as Stein, 
Qneisezmu, Niebuhr, Arndt, and, we may now add, 
Bunsen. 

After the reaction of 1849 Bunsen’s political in¬ 
fluence ceas^ altogether, and as Minister in England 
he had almost always to carry out instructions of 
whidbt he disapiooved; More and more he longed 
for rest and freedom, for * Imsure for r^ection on 
the Divine whuflu subsists in things human, and for 
writing, if Qod enables me to do so. I live as one 
lamed} the pinions that might have furthered my 
iHTOgress era bound,—yet not broken.’ Tet he would 
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not give up his place as long ae his enemies at Berlin 
did all they could to oust him. He would not be 
beaten by them, nor did he altogether despair of 
better days. His opinion of the Prince of Prussia 
(the present King) had been raised very high since 
he come to knW him more intimately, and he 
expected much in the hour of need from his soldier¬ 
like decision and sense of honour. The negotiations 
about the Schleswig-Holstein question soon roused 
again all his German sympathies, and he exerted 
himself to the utmost to defend the just cause of the 
Schleswig-Holsteiners, which had b^n so shamefully 
misrepresented by unscrupulous partisans. The his¬ 
tory of these negotiations cannot yet be written, but 
it will some day surprise the student of history when 
he finds out in what way public opinion in England 
was dosed and stupified on that simple question. He 
found himself isolated and opposed by nearly all his 
English friends. One statesman only, but the greatest 
of E n glis h statesmen, saw clearly where the right 
and where the wrong was, but even he could only 
dare to be silent. On the 3i8t of July, 1850, Bunsen 
writes:— 

* Palmerston had yielded, when in a scrape, first to 
Russia, then to France; the prize has been tiie pro¬ 
tocol, the victim, Germany. They shall never have 
my signature to such a piece of iniquity and folly.’ 

However, on tiie 8th of May, 1852, Bunsen had to 
sign that very piece of iniquity. It was done, ma¬ 
chinelike, at the King’s command; yet, if Bunsen had 
frdlowed his own better judgment, he would not have 
rigned, but sent in his resignation. *^e first cannon- 
shot in Europe^’ he used to say, ‘ will tear this Prag> 

Am » 
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matic Sanotion to tatters;’ and so it was, but alas! 
he did not live to see the Nemesis of that iniquity. 
One thing, however, is certain, that the humiliation 
inflicted on Prussia by that protocol was never for¬ 
gotten by one brave soldier, who, though not allowed 
at that time to draw his royal sword, has ever since 
been working at the reform of Prussia’s army, till 
on the field of Sadowa the disgrace of the London 
protocol and the <lisgraoe of Olmiitz were wiped out 
together, and German questions can no longer be set¬ 
tled by the Great Powers of Europe, ‘ with or without 
the consent of Prussia.’ 

Bunsen remained in England two years longer, 
full of literary work, delighted by the success of 
Prince Albert’s Great Exhibition, entering heartily 
into all that interested and agitated English society, 
but nevertheless carrying in his breast a heavy heart. 
Prussia and Germany were not what he wished them 
to be. At last the complications that led to the 
Crimean War held out to his mind a last prospect 
of rescuing Prussia from her Russian thraldom. If 
Prussia could have been brought over to join Eng¬ 
land and France, the xinity of Northern Germany 
might have been her reward, as the unity of Italy 
was the reward of Cavour’s alliance with the Western 
Powers. Bunsen used all his influence to bring this 
about, but he used it in vain, and in April, 1854, he 
succumbed and his resignation was accepted. 

Now,atlast, Bunsen wasfiree. He writes to a son:— 

* You know how 1 struggled, almost desperately, to 
retire from public employment in 1850. Now the 
coxd is Inioken, and the bird is free, ^e Lord be 
^ndiedl* 
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Bnt sixty-two years of his life were gone. The foun¬ 
dations of literary work which he had laid as a young 
man were difficult to recover, and if anything was 
to be finished it had to be finished in haste. Bunsen 
retired to Heidelberg, hoping there to realise the ideal 
of his life, and realising it, too, in a certain degree— 
i. e. as long as he was able to forget his sixty-two 
years, his shaken health, and his blasted hopes. His 
new edition of ‘ Hippolytus,’ under the title of ‘ Chris¬ 
tianity and Mankind,’ had been finished in seven 
volumes before he left England. At Heidelberg his 
principal work was the new translation of the Bible, 
and his ‘Life of Christ,’ an enormous undertaking, 
enough to fill a man’s life, yet with Bunsen by no 
means the only work to which he devoted his remain¬ 
ing powers. Egyptian studies continued to interest 
him while superintending the English translation of 
his ‘Egypt.’ His anger at the machinations of the 
Jesuits in Church and State would rouse him sud¬ 
denly to address the German nation in his ‘ Signs of 
the Times.’ And the prayer of his early youth, ‘ to 
be allowed to recognise and trace the firm path of God 
through the stream of ages,’ was fulfilled in his last 
work, ‘ God in History.’ There were many blessings 
in his life at Heidelberg, and no one could have ac¬ 
knowledged them more gratefully than Bunsen. ‘Yet,’ 
he writes,— 

‘1 miss John Bull, tine sea. The Timea in the morn¬ 
ing, and, betides, some dozens of fellow-creatures. The 
learned class has greatly sunk in Germany, more 
than I supposed; aU behindhand. . . . Nothing 
Appears ot any importance; the most wretdned trifles 
are cried up.’ 
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Though he had bid adieu to politics, yet he coaid 
sot keep entirely aloof. The Prince of Prussia and 
the noble Princess of Prussia consulted him frequently, 
and even from Berlin baits were held out from time 
to time to catch the escaped pagle. Indeed, once 
again Bunsen was enticed by the voice of the charmer, 
and a pressing invitation of the King brought him 
to Berlin to preside at the meeting of the Evangelical 
Alliance in September, 1857. His hopes revived once 
more, and his plans of a liberal policy in Church and 
State were once more pressed on the King—in vain, 
as every one knew beforehand, except Bunsen alone, 
with his loving, trusting heart. However, Bunsen’s 
hopes, too, were soon to be destroyed, and he parted 
from the King, the broken idol of all his youthful 
dreams—not in anger, but in love, ' as I wish and 
pray to depart from this earth, on the calm, stiU 
evening of a long, beautiful summer's day.’ This was 
written on the ist of October, on the 3rd the King’s 
mind gave way, though his bodily suffering lasted 
longer than that of Bunsen, little more is to be said 
of the last years of Bunsen’s life. The difficulty of 
breathing from which he suffered became often very 
distressing, and he was obliged to seek relief by travel 
in Switzerland, or by spending the winter at Cannes. 
He recovered firom time to time, so as to be able to 
work hard at the ‘Bible-work,’ and even to make 
short ezoursions to Paris or Berlin. In the last year 
of his life he executed the plan that had passed before 
his mind as the £tirest dream of his youth—he took a 
house at Bonn, and he was not without hope that he 
mi^t still, like Niebuhr, leotare in tiie 'Oniversity, 
and give to the young men the fruits oi his studies 
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and the advice foonded on the experience of hia life. 
This, however, was not to be, and all who watched 
him with loving eyes knew but too well that it could 
not be. The last chapter of his life is painful beyond 
expression as a chronicle of his bodily sufferings, but 
it is cheerful also beyond expression as the record of 
a triumph over death in hope, in faith—nay, one might 
almost say, in sight—such as has seldom been wit¬ 
nessed by human eyes. He died on the 28th of No¬ 
vember, i860, and was buried on the ist of December 
in the same churchyard at Bonn where rests the body 
of bis Mend and teacher, Niebuhr. 

Thoughts crowd in thick upon us when we gaze at 
that monument, and feel again the presence of that 
spirit as we so often felt it in the hours of sweet 
counsel. When we think of the literaiy works in 
which, later in life and almost in the presence of 
death, he hurriedly gathered up the results of his 
studies and meditations, we feel, as he felt himself 
when only twenty-two years of age, that ‘ learning 
annihilates itself, and the most perfect is the first 
submerged, for the next age scales with ease the 
height which cost the preceding the full vigour of 
life.’ It has been so, and always will be so. Bunsen’s 
work, parlacularly in i^yptian philology and in the 
philosophy of language, was to a great extent the 
woric of a pioneer, and it will be easy for others to 
advance on the roads which he has opened, and to 
aj^roach nearer to tile goal whidi be has pointed out. 
Some his works, however, will hold th^ plaoe in 
the histary of soholandiip, and pazticnlarly' of tiieo- 
logical adwlsKship. The question of the genuineness 
of tiw oari^nal offistles of Ignatins ean hardly be 
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Opened again afiber Bunsen’s treatise, and his discovery 
that the book on ‘ All the Heresies,’ ascribed to Origen, 
could «ot be the work of that writer, and that most 
probaUy it was the work of Hippolytus, will always 
mark an epoch in the study of early Christian litera¬ 
ture. Either of those works would have been enough 
to make the reputation of a German professor, or to 
found the fortune of an English bishop. Let it be re¬ 
membered that they were the outcome of the leisure 
hours of a hard-worked Prussian diplomatist, who, 
during the London season, could get up at five in the 
morning, light his own fire, and thus secure four hours 
of undisturbed work before breakfast. 

Another reason why some of Bunsen’s works will 
prove more mortal thw others is their comprehensive 
character. Bunsen never worked for work's sake, 
but always for some higher purpose. Special re¬ 
searches with him were a means, a ladder to be 
thrown away as soon as he had reached his point. 
The thought of exhibiting his ladders never entered 
his mind. Occasionally, however, Bunsen would 
take a jump, and being bent on general results, he 
would sometimes neglect the objections that were 
urged against him. It has been easy, even during 
his lifetime, to point out weak points in his argu¬ 
ments, and. scholars who have spent the whole of 
their lives on one Greek classic have found no diffi¬ 
culty in showing to the world that they know more 
of that partieuW author tiutn Bunsen. But evn 
those who fully appreciate the real importance of 
Bunsen’s labours—labours that were more like a 
shower of ndn fertilising large acres than like the 
artifldal irrigation whi(^ supporta (me greenhouse 
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plani—will be the first to mourn over the precious 
time that was lost to the world by Bunsen’s official 
avocations. If he could do what he did in fats few 
hours of rest, what would he have achieved if he 
had carried out tii^e original plan of his life! It is 
almost incredible that a man with his clear percep¬ 
tion of his calling in life so fully expressed in his 
earliest letters, should have allowed himself to be 
drawn away by the siren voice of diplomatic life. 
His success, no doubt, was great at first, and the 
kindness shown him by men like Niebuhr, the King, 
and the Crown Prince of Prussia was enough to turn 
a head that sat on the strongest shoulders. It should 
bo remembered, too, that in Germany the diplomatic 
service has always had far greater charms than in 
England, and that the higher members of that service 
enjoy often the same political influence as members 
of the Cabinet. If we read of the brilliant reception 
accorded to the young diplomatist during his first 
stay at Berlin, the favours showered upon him by 
the old King, the friendship oflered him by the 
Crown Prince, his future Ki^, the hopes of useful¬ 
ness in his own heart, and the encouragement given 
him by all his Mends, we shall be less surprised at 
his preferring, in the days of his youth, the brilliant 
career of a diplomatist to the obscure lot of a pro¬ 
fessor. And yet what would Bunsen have given 
later in life if he had remained true to his first love I 
Again and again his better self bursts forHi in com¬ 
plaints about a wasted life, and again and again he 
is ouried along against his wilL During his first stay 
in Bhigland he writes (Nov^ber i8, 1838):— 

* I care no more about my extenml position than 
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about ihe mountains in the moon; I know God’s will 
will be done, in spite of them all, and to my greatest 
benefit. What that is He alone knows. Only one 
thing I think I see clearly. My whole life is without 
seirae and lasting use, if I squander it in affairs of 
the day, brilliant and important as they may be.’ 

The longer he remained in that enchanted garden 
the more difficult it became to find a way out, even 
after he had discovered by sad experience how little 
he was fitted for Court life or even for public life in 
Prussia. When he first appeared at the Court of 
Berlin he carried everything by storm; but that very 
triumph was never forgiven him, and his enemies 
were bent on ‘showing this young doctor his proper 
place.’ Bunsen had no idea how he was envied, for 
the lesson that success breeds envy is one that men 
of real modesty seldom learn until it is too late. And 
he was hated not only by chamberlains, but, as he 
discovered with deepest grief, even by those whom 
he considered his truest friends, who had been work¬ 
ing in secret conclave to undermine his influence with 
his Royal Mend and master. Whenever he retorned 
to Berlin, later in life, he could not breathe freely in 
the vitiated air of the Court, and the wings of his 
soul hong down lamed, if not broken. Btmsen was 
not a eourtira'. Away from Berlin, among the ruins 
of Rome, and in the fkesh air of English life, he could 
speak to Kings and iMnees as few men have spoken 
to them, and pour out his inmost eonviotions before 
those whom he revered and loved. But at Berlin, 
thoo^ he might have learnt to bow to smile and 
to use Byaantine phxmseolc^, his vcii^ fisRered and 
was ^waed hy ixdsy declidinera; tfah diamond was 
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buried under a heap of beads, and his rays could not 
shine forth where there was no heavenly sunlight to 
call them out. King Frederick William IV. was no 
ordinary King: that one can see even from the 
scanty extracts from his lettera given in ‘ Bunsen's Me¬ 
moirs.’ Nor was his love of Bunsen a mere passing 
whim. He loved the man, and those who knew 
the refreshing and satisfying influence of Bunsen’s 
society will easily understand what the King meant 
when he said, ‘ I am hungry and thirsty for Bunsen.’ 
But what constitution can resist the daily doses of 
hyperbolical flattery that are poured into the ears of 
Royalty, and how can we wonder that at last a 
modest expression of genuine respect does sound like 
rudeness to Royal ears, and to speak the truth be¬ 
comes synonymous with insolence 1 In the trickeries 
and mimicries of Court life Bunsen was no adepk 
and nothing was easier than to outbid him in the 
price that is paid for Royal favours. 

But if much has thus been lost of a life far too 
precious to be squandered among Royal servants and 
messengers, this prophet among the Sauls has taught 
the world some lessons which he could not have 
taught in the lecture-room of a German University. 
People who would scarcely have listened to the 
arguments of a German professor sat humbly at the 
feet of an ambassador and of a man of the world. 
That a professor should be learned and that a bishop 
should be* orthodox was a matter of course, but that 
an ambasBad(^ should hold forUr on hieroglyphics 
and the antiquity of man rather than mi the 
dtromiquB memdaUuta of Paris; .that a Priismui 
statesman ahookl iqiend his mornings on the Ignatisn 
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Epistles rather than in 'voting gossiping letters to 
ladies in waiting at Berlin and Potsdam; that this 
learned man, ‘who ought to know,’ should profess 
the simple faith of a child and the boldest freedom 
of a philosopher, was enough to startle society, both 
high and low. How Bunsen inspired those who 
knew him with confidence, how he was consulted, 
and how he was loved may be seen from some of 
the letters addressed to him, though few only of 
such letters have been published in his ‘Memoirs.’ 
That his influence was great in England we know 
from the concurrent testimony both of his enemies 
and his friends, and the seeds that he has sown in 
the minds and hearts of men have borne fruit, and 
will still bear richer fruit, both in England and in 
Germany. Nor should it be forgotten how excellent 
i^ use he made of his personal influence in helping 
^6ung men who wanted advice and encouragement. 
His sympathy, his condescension, his faith when 
brought in contact with men of promise, were extrsr 
ordinary: they were not shaken, though they have 
been abused more than once. In all who loved 
Bunsen his spirit will live on, imperceptibly, it may 
be, to themselves, imperceptibly to the world, but 
not the leas really. It is not the chief duty of 
friends to honour the departed by idle grief, but to re* 
member their designs, and to carry out their mandates. 
(Tae. Ann. U. 71.) 



CHABLES IIN6SL1Y'. 

(Tr»iiil»ted Crom Oeniuui.) 
( 1830 - 1875 .) 


'/^F the dead nothing but what is good’ is an old 
and beautiful saying, of more profound truth 
than is commonly supposed. Though at first sight it 
may seem to convey no more than that it is un- 
chivalrous to speak evil of those who can no longer 
defend themselves, it discloses a far deeper meanit^ 
if we look at it more intently. Let us remember th<t 
of most people we know, as of the moon, one sfdli. 
only, the side which they present to us as we pass 
them by in the throng of life. We may try to com¬ 
plete and correct our own impressions by the favour¬ 
able or mifavourable impressions which the same 
people have left on others. But most of these too 
judge by outward appearance only, and how little is 
that compared with what lies hidden in the soul of 
man, which never rises to the surface, nay which in our 
society, as it now is, never can rise to the surface. 
And what is stranger still, most people are inclined to 
believe evil rather than good report. Even if we 
hear nothing but good of a man, we often hesitate in 
OUT judgment, as if we could not believe tiliat any one 

*ClinlMKIi«der,IiSsIstt«iiidliUiiiate BdSied bjr 

kfaVWfa. 
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(X)aM t)et to good, BO much better than we ourselves. 
We vidsE to be'Cauiions, we wish to wait and see, for 
aft^ all wiB, 4p’ jlot. eveh* trust ourselves, but only hope 
that we zqay bo ^ gpod as we seem-to be. Thus life 
passes away; and dur^g tibe whole of it we probably 
(j^ve our perfect trust, our full love to five or six 
people only. Of these we never believe anything 
evil, whatever the evil world may say of them. And 
happy the man who out of the small number of those 
whom he called his own, has never lost one I Happy 
the man Who never had cause to rue the bestowal of 
his unbounded confidence i 

Very often such disappointments and losses are 
our own fault. We can all understand our own 
faults, and explain them and thereby more or less 
excuse them; but with regard to the faults of 
others we seldom practise the same advocacy. If 
we see the smallest spot on the surface, we quickly 
conclude that the whole fruit must be rotten to the 
core ; and yet how often are these spots but traces of 
the heat of the day on the bloom of the peach, while 
the flesh is sound, the sap fresh, and the flavour of the 
whole fruit pure and delicious! 

Such thoughts often pass through the mind when 
we mre standing by the grave of a friend, or when 
we read the bi<^;raphy of a man whom we have 
known well, or whom we have often met on our way 
through life. We can then hardly believe that our 
eyes have been so blind, and it is only when it is 
too late that we learn tiiiat thme may be on earth 
angels without wingsk When we examine a life-like 
pcfftiait or read a beautifui biography, the good 
p<dntB oftmr seem too prominent, the weak onmi too 
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much veiled y but by the side of a closing grave we 
suddenly learn the art hovr<;,to discover what is good, 
and how to understand wh4t is bad, in man. At the 
grave the old human love breaks through at last. 
The scales fall from our eyes, and we need not ask 
what scales they are that so often prevent us seeing 
what is good and beautiful in 'man. Certain it is 
that, as our life is at present, we really do not know 
men truly till- tiiey have joined the company of 
saints. 

Such thoughts were rising again in my mind when 
reading the Biography of my old, lately departed friend, 
Charles Kingsley. In England this work seems to 
have produced this spring the same wide and deep 
impression which was made some years ago by the 
Life of Prince Albert and the Life of Bunsen. In 
a few months five large editions were sold. Our 
newspapers and journals are full of it, and though 
during the season amd during the session the Eastern 
Question threw every other question into the back¬ 
ground, the life of Charlef Kingsley has held its own, 
and has become what is called in England ‘ the book 
of the season.' 

What hard judgments had been uttered of these 
three men. Prince Albert, Bunsen, and Charles Kings¬ 
ley, during their life-time t There was a certain 
similarity between them all, and they were well 
acquaint^ with each other. It would really be a 
useful undertaking to make a selection from all the 
attacks whiidi appeared against these three men in 
the newq^pmrs and journals, and preserve tiiem for 
posterity as an i^ppendix to their biogn^^du^ It 
mi^t bo of use to omning generations. I do not 
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if 

mean to say that all these attacks proceeded from 
malice, hatred, and ill-will. On the contrary, some of 
them, I know, come from men who were as good as 
those whom they attacked. But this very fact, that 
good men may misunderstand, hate, and persecute 
good men, would be the best lesson to posterity. No 
one would venture to say that these three men, whom 
I have here mentioned together, were entirely free 
from weaknesses and faults. But what is strange is 
that, during their life-time, we heard constantly of 
their weaknesses and faults, while all that is good 
and beautiful and noble in them was taken as a 
matter of course. Only when death has lifted the 
veil from our eyes, do we begin to see clearly, and 
recognise, when it is too late, the pure, and beautiful, 
and noble image of man, aye, the long-despised master- 
work of a divine art. 

Among Kingsley’s works, Hypatia is probably the 
one most widely known and appreciated, not only in 
England, but in Germany, France, and Italy also. 
Though a mere novel, it represents the struggle 
of the old Greek world with the new powers of 
Christendom with truly di^amatic art. What Bunsen 
thought of Hypatia may be seen from what he wrote 
in a preface to the German translation of it: ‘ I do 
not hesitate to recognise these two works, Hypatia 
and the Saint’s Tragedy, as the two most important 
and most perfect creations of his genius. It is in 
them that 1 find the justification of a hope which 
I here venture to express, namely, that Kingsley 
should continue Shakespeare’s historical plays. For 
many years 1 have freely confessed that Kingsley 
seems to me the genius called upon in our century to 
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place by the side of the greatest modem dramatic Epos, 
begiiming with King John and ending with Henry 
VIII, a second series of national plays, beginning 
with Edward VI and ending with the landing of 
William of Orange. ^ It is the only phase in European 
history which combines all vital elements of dramatic 
poetry, and which we might watch on the stage 
without overpowering pain. The tragedy of Saint 
Elizabeth shows that Kingsley not only knows how 
to write a novel, but that he has mastered the more 
severe rules of tho' drama also, while his Hypatia 
proves that he can discover in the history of the past 
all that is truly human €ind eternal, and place it full 
of life before our eyes. All his works testify to his 
ability to catch the fresh tone of the life of the 
people, and to make broad humour a powerful ingre¬ 
dient for dramatic eflect. And why should ho not do 
iti There is a time when the poet, the true prophet 
of our time, must forget the unpoetical events of the 
day, which seem important only because they are so 
near, and say to himself. Let the dead bury their 
dead! Kingdey it seems to me has arrived at that 
point, and he ought to decide.’ 

In England Kingdey has been loved and revered 
for many years as a writer and a poet. But he has 
been much more than that. He formed part and parcel 
of the people; nay, one might say he formed part of 
the English conscience. He was one of the men of 
whom one thought at once, whenever a social, or a 
religious, or a great political question stirred the 
people. If there are in England the ‘Upper Ten 
Thousand’ who are the leaders of what is called 
society, there are also the ‘Upper Hundred,’ the 

—— » K 
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leaders of public opinion, whose judgment on tbe 
great questions of the d.ay is really asked for and 
cared for by the people at large. A man belongs to 
these Centnmviri, not because he is a minister, a 
member of parliament, a bishop^ a professor, or a 
millionaire, but because he is believed to be true, 
honest, clear-sighted, free from prejudice, unselfish, and 
independent of party. They are the true salt of the 
English people. Kingsley was one of these Hundred; 
nay, Englisb papers went so far as to call him one of 
the Twelve who during the last generation have most 
powerfully impressed and guided the thoughts and 
feelings of the EngUsh nation. This does not mean 
that his judgment was always trusted or his advice 
always followed. On the contrary, he was often 
called a dreamer; yet people wished to know what he 
would feel, think, and say about matters which lay 
within the sphere of his interests, because they knew 
that he would always say what he felt and thought. 
His correspondence now shows how many telegraphic 
wires, not only from England, but from the English 
Colonies and from America, ended in the quiet rectory 
at Eversley, and how many electric pulsations radiated 
from the lairge heart which beat in the breast of a 
simple and thoroughly honest country clergyman. 
People abroad have no idea of the minute organisa¬ 
tion of public feeling in England. If newspapers 
represent the muscles of the social body, the personal 
relations between men of mark and the thousands 
who look up to them, form the nervous system from 
which alone the muscles receive life and vigour. 

This close intellectual organisation is favoured in 
England by many circumstances. The number of 
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Public Schools is limited. Of Universities there are, or 
there were till lately, two only. Most men of note are 
acquainted with each other from school or from univer¬ 
sity, and whoever has gained the trust and love of his 
friends at Eton or 0:i;ford, retains it mostly through life. 
Besides, though everything in England is on a grand 
scale, there is also something which in Germany 
would be called Kleiustddtifich. Almost everybody 
knows eveiybody, and the great families, and clans, 
and counties hold so closely together that whenever 
two Englishmen meet abroad they soon find out that 
they are either distantly related or have at least 
some friends in common. Add to this the innumer¬ 
able societies, clubs, charitable institutions, political 
associations, and last, not least, the central hearth 
in London, Parliament, where everybody appears 
from time to time, if only to have a warm shaking of 
hands with old friends and acquaintances, and you 
will understand that England hangs more closely 
together and knows itself better than any other 
country in Europe. As a natural result of all this, 
there is a very sharp control. A man who has once 
attracted public attention is not easily lost sight of. 
Each man feels this, and this produces a sense of 
responsibility, or, what the French call, solidarity, 
which forms the safest foundation of a political 
organisation. True, Kingsley was only a writer and 
country-clergyman, but from his earliest appearance 
we see that he is conscious of belonging to a great 
people. He knew he could not hide himself^ but 
that his convictions must out, however offensive they 
might sound to that dass of society in which he 
moved, nay, however opposed they might s<tem to 

B b 2 
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be to the interests of the clergy to which he himself 
was proud, to belong. 

Kingsley came of a good, old family, and moved 
in the best society. But when in the year 1849 
the socialistic agitation of the wothing men frightened 
not only the thoughtless, but even the thoughtful 
statesmen of England, he wrote his novel, Alton 
Locke, Tailor, and declared himself openly a Char¬ 
tist, in the truest sense of the word. He was 
then known everywhere under the name of Parson 
Lot, much criticised, al)used, and even threatened, 
but never troubled for one moment in his con¬ 
viction that Chartism had its justification, and 
that it was the duty of every true statesman and 
patriot to recognise the good elements in socialism, 
and with their help to keep down its dangerous 
elements. Much as he was blamed for the part he 
took, all, even those whom Kingsley attacked most 
fiercely, felt that his action was entirely unselfish, and 
that by his advocacy of the extreme views of the 
working classes he forfeited all chance of Church pre¬ 
ferment. He sacrificed not only his time, but his 
money also (of which he had very little at the time), 
in order to help in improving the condition of the 
labouring classes, not only by word, but by deed also. 
What would people have said in Germany, if he had 
thundered into their ears that whosoever does not 
devote at least one tenth part of his time and one 
tenth part of his annual income to public and 
charitable, purposes belongs to the most dangerous 
class and fosters the growth of social democracy I 
Thus he marched on, straight as an arrow. Though 
devoted heart and soul to the English Church, he 



GBABLES KINGSIiET. 


873 


stepped forward as the defender of Frederick Maurice, 
when the Bishops deprived him of his professorship 
at Bang’s College, because he denied the doctrine of 
Eternal Punishment. 

When, during long-continued rain, the Bishops 
ordered a general prayer for sunshine, he declined to 
read it from the pulpit, first, because even his limited 
knowledge of the laws of nature told him that much 
rain was necessary, secondly, because with his limited 
knowledge of the laws of nature he would not criticise 
the decrees of the Efighest Wisdom. 

At the end of a sermon which he had been asked to 
preach in London, the clergyman to whom the church 
belonged rose and warned the congregation against 
the heresies to which they had had to listen. This 
was something quite unheard-of, and the excitement 
became threatening. Bangsley bowed in silence, 
pacified the people who had gathered round the 
church, published his sermon, and succeeded in 
making the Bishop of the diocese acknowledge that 
there was nothing in his sermon in any way opposed 
to the true spirit of old and genuine Christianity. 

At the time when nearly the whole of what is 
called Qood Society declared in favour of the Southern 
States of America, Kingsley remained true to the 
North, not because he did not admire the heroism 
of the rebels, but because he clung to one simple 
principle, that slavery is wrong, and that the victory 
of the South would have been the victory of slavery. 

In the year 1866, when but few Englishmen saw 
the true meaning of the war of Brassia against 
Austria, Kingsley wrote to me (Letters, voL ii. 
p.a 38 )^~ 
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BEAB Max, 

i’ 

What great things have happened for Germany, 
and what great men your Prussians have shown 
themselves. Much as 1 was wroth with them about 
Schleswig-Holstein, I can only see in this last cam¬ 
paign a great necessary move for the physical safety 
of every North German household, and the honour 
of every North German woman. To allow the pos¬ 
sibility of a second 1807-1812 to remain, when it 
could be averted by any amount of fighting, were 
sin and shame; and had I been a Prussian, I would 
have gone down to Sadowa as a sacred duty to wife 
and child and fatherland.’ 

Again, when towards the close of the Franco- 
German War the S3riupathie8 of nearly all the most 
eminent men in England, and particularly of the 
Liberal party, went over from Germany to France, 
he remained faithful to the end. Knowing how my 
best friends had then turned against me, he wrote to 
me (Letters, iL p. 323):— 

'Btbbslbt, 

Aug»»l S, 1870 . 

'Accept my loving eongratulations to you and 
your people. The day which dear Bunsen used to 
pray, with tears in his eyes, might not come till the 
German people were ready, has come, and the German 
people are ready. Verily, God is just; and rules too, 
whatever the press may think to the contrary. My 
<mly fear is, lest the Germans should think of Paris, 
whkh cannot ocmcem them, and tarn their eyes away 
firpm ^t wlw^ does concern them,—the re-taking 
Bbass (which is their ownX and leaving the French- 
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man no foot of the Rhine-bfink. To make the Rhine 
a -word not to be mentioned by the French hence¬ 
forth, ought to be the one object of wise Germans, 
and that alone. In any case, I am yours, full of 
delight and hope for Germany.’ 

Later on there follows another letter, in which he 
pours out his whole heart on the Franco-German war:— 

‘Auffutt 31 . 

‘And now a few words on this awful war. I 
confess to you, that were I a German, I should feel it 
my duty to my country to send my last son, my last 
shilling, and after all, my own self to the war, to get 
that done which must ^ done, done so that it will 
never need doing again. 1 trust that I should be 
able to put vengeance out of my heart—to forget all 
that Germany has suffered for two hundred years 
past, from that vain, greedy, restless nation; all even 
which she suffered, women as well as men, in the 
late French war: though the G^fimans do not forget 
it, and some of them, for their mothers’ or aunts’ 
sakes, ought not. But the average German has a 
light to say, “Property, life, freedom, has been in¬ 
secure in Germany for two hundred years, because 
she has been divided. The French kings have always 
tried to keep her divided that they might make her 
the puppet of their ambition. Since the French Re¬ 
volution, the French people (all of them who think 
and act, viz. the army and the educated classes) have 
been doing the same. They shall do so no longer. 
We will make it impossible for her to interfere in 
the intmmal affiurs of Germany. We will make it 
an offcsnee on her put«~after Alfred de Musset’s Imital 
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song—to mention the very name of the Rhine.” Aa 
for the present war, it was inevitable, soon or late. 
Thie French longed for it. They wanted to revenge 
1813-15, ignoring the fact that Germany was then 
avenging—and very gently—1807. Bunsen used to 
say to me—have seen the tears in his eyes as he 
said it—that the war must come; that he only prayed 
God that it might not come till Germany was prepared 
and had recovered from the catastrophe of the great 
French war. It has come, and Germany is prepared; 
and would that the old man were alive to see the 
“battle of Armageddon,” as he called it, fought, not as 
he feared on German, but on French soil. It must 
have come. The Germans would have been wrong 
to begin it; but when the French began, they would 
have been “niddering” for ever not to have accepted 
it. If a man persists for years in brandishing his 
fist in your face, telling you that he will thrash you 
some day, and that you dare not fight him; a wise 
man will, like Germany, hold his tongue till he is 
actually struck; but he will, like Germany, take care 
to be ready for what tvill come. As for Prussia’s 
being prepared for war, being a sort of sin on her 
part—a proof that she intended to attack France— 
such an argument only proves the gross ignorance 
of history, especially of German history, which I 
remark in average Englishmen. Gross ignorance, 
too, or willing oblivion of all that the French have 
been threatening for years past, about “rectifying 
their firontier.” The Germans had fair warning from 
the French that l^e blow would be struck some day. 
And now that it is struck, to turn the otiier cheek 
in meekness may be very “ Christian” towards a man’s 
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but most uncbristian, base, and selfish towards 
his women, his children, and his descendants yet un¬ 
born. There can be no doubt that the French pro¬ 
gramme of this war was, to disunite Germany once 
more, and so make her weak and at the mercy of 
France. And a German who was aware of that—as 
all sensible Germans must have been aware—had to 
think, not of the text which forbids us to avenge 
private injuries, but of that which says, “They that 
take the sword shall perish by the sword;” not of 
the bodily agony and desolation of the war, but of 
Him who said, “Fear not them that can kill the 
body,” and after that have nothing left to do; but 
fear him—the demon of selfishness, laziness, anarchy, 
which ends in slavery, which can kill both body and 
soul in the hell of moral and political degradation. 
As for this being a “dynastic war,” as certain foolish 
working men are saying—who have got still in their 
heads the worn-out theory that only kings ever go 
to war—it is untrue. It is not dynastic on the part 
of Germany. It is the rising of a people from the 
highest to the lowest, who mean to be a people, in 
a deeper sense than any republican democrat, French 
or English, ever understo^ that word. It is not 
dynastic on the part of France. The French Emperor 
undertook it to save his own dynasty; but he would 
never have done so, if he bad not been of opinion (and 
who knows the French as well as he?) that it would 
not be a d3ma8tic war, but a popular one. Else, how 
could it save his throne? What could it do but 
hasten his fall, by contravening the feelings of his 
people 1 But it did not contravene them. Look back 
at the papers, and you will find that Paris and the 
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army (which between them, alas I constitute now the 
French people) received the news of war with a de¬ 
lirium of insolent joy. 

‘ The Emperor was mistaken ... in spite of all his 
cunning. Ho fancied that after deceiving the French 
people—after governing them hy men who were 
chosen because they could and dared deceive—that 
these minions of his, chosen for their untruthfulness, 
would be true, forsooth, to him alone; that they 
would exhibit, unknown, in a secret government, 
virtues of honesty, economy, fidelity, patriotism, which 
they were forbidden to exercise in public, where their 
only function was, to nail up the hand of the weather¬ 
glass, in order to ensure tine weather; as they are 
doing to this day in every telegram. So he is justly 
punished, as all criminals are, by his own crimes; and 
God’s judgments are, as always, righteous and true.’ 

On September 5, 1870, he wrote again:— 

* Evebslkt, 
Stpt . 5. 

‘ Since "Waterloo, there has been no such event in 
Europe. I await with awe and pity the Parisian 
news of the next few days. As for the Emperor, 
whilst others were bowing down to him, I never 
shrank from expressing my utter contempt of him. 
His policy is now judged, and he with it, by fact, 
which is the “voice of God revealed in things,” as' 
Bacon says; and I at least, instead of joining the 
crowd of curs who worry where they lately fawned, 
shall never more say a hamh word against him. 
Let the condemned die in peace if possible; and he 
will not, I hear, live many months.' 
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In this manner Kingsley spoke, -wrote, and acted 
throughout the whole of his life, always the sworn 
enemy of all hypocrisy, meanness, and selhshness; 
always the open friend of all who meant well, who pro¬ 
fessed openly whatever they had discovered to be true, 
and who lived for others rather than for themselves. 
He was by nature the defender of all who were un¬ 
justly persecuted, or borne down by the Juggernaut 
of public opinion. That such a man should have 
enemies, and bitter enemies, was but natural, but in 
all the battles which he had to fight he proved him¬ 
self, not only a brave, but likewise a generous an¬ 
tagonist. The rules of chivalrous courtesy were 
sacred to him, and to a German reader his courtesy 
and modesty may sometimes seem carried too far. 
But this modesty was part of Kingsley’s nature, and 
in some sense the respect which he showed to others 
arose from self-respect; and the modesty with which 
he spoke of his own achievements, prove only his 
truthfulness towards himself. He was in this respect 
a true nobleman, one of nature’s true gentlemen. We 
remember one case only where he seems to have for¬ 
gotten himself. He had been shamefully attacked 
and maligned. Then, instead of saying quietly that 
his opponent had stated the opposite of wliat was 
the fact, he allowed himself to imitate an old Father 
of the Church, and to fell his enemy to the ground, 
with the words, Impudtntiaaime mentiria. 

His most famous controversy was that with John 
Henry Newman, the Efigh Church theologian,who ended 
by becoming a Roman Catholic. The controversy was 
the old controversy, whether it is allowable within the 
Christian Church to suppress truth from respect for 
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authority. To Elingsley that ecclesiastical policy was 
not only unchristian, but simply inhuman, and, with all 
due respect for the historical importance of the papal 
church-government, he often spoke with the strongest 
indignation against what he called the un-English 
character of the Roman priesthood. This called the 
learned and clever theologian, John Henry Newman, 
into the arena, as the defender of his new co-reli¬ 
gionists, and led to a literary duel which will retain 
an historical character, if only by having called forth 
Newman’s Apologia pro vita mea. Strange to say, 
public opinion was in favour of Newman. He was 
the cleverer, sharper, more sarcastic fencer, and while 
Kingsley came down with heavy blows, his opponent 
inflicted many painful wounds. 

In spite of his secession Newman enjoys great 
popularity in England. He is loved and esteemed, 
because after all he is looked upon as a martyr to 
his convictions. The Roman Catholics themselves 
fear him, or at least do not quite trust him, and he 
who has done more for the Roman Church than any 
other English convert, has never been admitted to 
an influential position in the Church^. Personal 
sympathies and a certain delight in his swordsman¬ 
ship secured the sympathy of most newspapers and 
journals in favour of Newman; and Kingsley him¬ 
self, in his frank, honest way, confessed openly that 
‘he had crossed swords wit^ a man too strong for 
him.’ And yet, whoever is able to separate the out¬ 
ward shell from the real kernel of the question, will 
easily see that Kingsley defended a strong position 
badly, while Newman defended a weak position 

' Written b«fw« ha wm mnda n CnrdianL 
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cleverly. Kingsley fought with his heart, Newman 
with his tongue. The one cared for truth, the other 
for victory. 

During this long controversy in the years 1K64 
and 1865, Kingsley’s friends observed the first 
symptoms of decreasing force and health, and it re¬ 
quired his iron will during the last ten years of his 
life to produce so much and to sustain throughout 
the glow of his thoughts and the splendour of his 
language. But ho was weary. Nay, through the 
whole of his life, full of work as it was, we can hear 
a deep note of sadness and of longing for peace and 
rest in the grave. Even in his first work, the ‘ Saint's 
Tragedy,’ he sang his touching song:— 


'O that we two lay sleeping 
In our nest in the churchyard sod. 

With our limbs at rest on the quiet earth's breast, 

And our souls at home with God t ’ 

His lot on earth could hardly have been happier. 
But in the midst of all his happiness as husband, 
father, friend, teacher, preacher, and poet, his eyes 
seem always lifted beyond the earth towards the 
Eternal. He has died young; and of his life, if we 
mean by that a chain of great events, there is little 
to relate. He was a country-clergyman, a Professor 
of History at Cambridge, then Canon of Chester and 
Westminster, and died on the ajrd of January, 1875, 
in the fifty-fifth year of his life. The interest of the 
two volumes in which his wife and his friends have 
collected his letters and the memoirs of his life 
centres entirely in the man himself^ in the magnifi¬ 
cent human soul that speaks to us on every page. 
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Whoever wants to know England and its real 
strength, should read these volumes. 

But the book has also a charm of its own, and 
whoever can watch a beautiful sun, setting in the 
west after a glorious course, and illuminating by its 
refracted rays the whole sky with its clouds, and the 
whole earth with its mountains and valleys, will 
delight in watching the glorious course and the 
beautiful setting of a human soul which in life has 
warmed, nourished, strengthened and gladdened many 
a heart, and which was never more grand and glorious 
than in its death. 

In conclusion, I add a few extracts from a pre¬ 
face which I was asked to write soon after Kings¬ 
ley’s death for a new edition of his ‘Roman and 
Teuton— 

‘ Never shall I forget the moment when for the 
last time I gazed upon the manly features of Charles 
Kingsley, features which Death had rendered calm, 
grand, sublime. The constant struggle that in life 
seemed to allow no rest to his expression, the spirit, 
like a caged lion, shaking the bars of his prison, the 
mind striving for utterance, the soul wearying for 
loving response,—all that was over. There remained 
only the satisfied expression of triumph and peace, 
as of a soldier who had fought a good fight, and who, 
while sinking into the stillness of the slumber of 
death, listens to the distant sounds of music and to 
the shouts of victory. One saw the ideal man, as 
Nature had meant him to be, and one felt that there 
is no greater sculptor than Death. 

' As one looked on that marble statue which only 
some weeks ago had so warmly pi'essed one's htm^ 
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his whole life Hashed throagh one’s thoughts. One 
remembered the young curate and the Saint's Tragedy; 
the chartist parson and Alton Locke; the happy poet 
and the Sands of Dee; the brilliant novel-writer and 
Hypatia and Westv^jard-Ho; the Rector of Eversley 
and his Village Sermons; the beloved professor at 
Cambridge, the busy canon at Chester, the powerful 
preacher in Westminster Abbey. One thought of 
him by the Berkshire chalk-streams and on the 
Devonshire coast, watching the beauty and wisdom 
of Nature, reading her solemn lessons, chuckling too 
over her inimitable fun. One saw him in town- 
alleys, preaching the Gospel of godliness and cleanli¬ 
ness, while smoking his pipe with soldiers and nav¬ 
vies. One heard him in drawing-rooms, listened to 
with patient silence, till one of his vigorous or quaint 
speeches bounded forth, never to be forgotten. How 
children delighted in him! How young, wild men 
l>elieved in him, and obeyed him too! How women 
were captivated by his chivalry, older men by his 
genuine humility and sympathy ! 

‘ All that was now passing away—was gone. But 
as one looked on him for the last time on earth, one 
felt that greater than the curate, the poet, the pro¬ 
fessor, the canon, had been the man himself, with 
his warm heart, his honest purposes, his trust in his 
friends, his readiness to spend himself, his chivalry 
and humility, worthy of a better age. 

‘ Of all this the world knew little;—yet few men 
exmted wider and stronger sympathies. 

‘Who can forget that funeral on the 28th Jan., 
1875, and the large sad throng that gathered round 
his grave 1 There was the representative of the Prince 
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of Wales, and close by the gipsies of the Eversley 
common, who used to call him their Patrico-tai, their 
Priest-King, There was the old Squire of his village, 
and the labourers, young and old, to whom he had 
been a friend and a father. Tqere were Governors 
of distant Colonies, officers, and sailors, the Bishop 
of his diocese, and the Dean of his abbey; there were 
the leading Nonconformists of the neighbourhood, 
and his own devoted curates, Peers and Members of 
the Bouse of Commons, authors and publishers; and 
outside the churchyard, the horses and the hounds 
and the huntsman in pink, for though as good a 
clergyman as any, Charles Kingsley had been a good 
sportsman too, and had taken in his life many a fence 
as bravely as ho took the last fence of all, without 
fear or trembling. All that he had loved, and all 
that had loved him were there, and few eyes were dry 
when he was laid in his own yellow gravel bed, the 
old trees which he had planted and cared for waving 
their branches to him for the last time, and the grey 
sunny sky looking down with calm pity on the 
deserted rectory, and on the short joys and the 
shorter sufferings of mortal men. 

‘All went home feeling that life was poorer, and 
every one knew that he had lost a Mend who had 
been, in some peculiar sense, his own. Charles 
Kingsley will be missed in England, in the English 
colonies, in America, where he spent his last happy 
year; aye, wherever Saxon speech and Saxon thought 
is understood. He will be mourned for, yearned for, 
in everyplace in which he passed some days of his 
busy life. As to myself, 1 feel as if another cable 
had snapped that tied me to this hospitable shore. 
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‘When an author or a poet dies, the better part of 
him, it is often said, is left in his works. So it is 
in many cases. But with Kingsley his life and his 
works were one. All he wrote was meant for the 
(lay when he wrotyit. That was enough for him. 
Ho hardly gave himself time to think of fame and 
the future. Compared with a good work done, with 
a good word spoken, with a silent grasp of the hand 
J^m a young man he had saved from mischief, or 
iBlh a “Thank you. Sir,” from a poor woman to whom 
^hSbhad been a comfort, he would have despised what 
people call glory, like incense curling away in smoke. 
He was, in one sense of the word, a careless writer. 
He did .his best at the time and for thu tiiiio. He 
did it with a concentrated energy of will which broke 
tlirough all difficulties. Though the perfection and 
classical finish which can be obtained by a sustained 
effort only, and by a patience which shrinks from no 
drudgery, may bo wanting in many of his works, ho 
has but few equals, if any, in the light and fire of his 
language, in the boldness of his imagination, and in 
the warmth of his heart. 

‘He eared little for fame; but fame has come to 
him. His bust will stand in Westminster Abbey, 
in the Chapel of St.John the Baptist, by the side of 
his friend Frederick Maurice; and in the Temple 
of Fame which will be consecrated tp the period of 
Victoria and Albert, there will be a niche for Charles 
Kingsley, the author of Alton Locke and Hypatia.’ 
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‘ Ich Hebe kelnen Liedenlieliter ansscr Goethe so «ehr wie Wilhelm 
Muller.’— H. Heine. 

1794-1827. 

S ELDOM has a poet in a short life of thirty-three 
years engraven his name so deeply on the 
memorial tablets of the history of Geman poetry 
as Wilhelm Muller. Although the youthful efforts 
of a poet may be appreciated by the few who are 
able to admire what is good and beautiful, even 
although they have never before been admired by 
others, yet in order permanently to win the ear and 
heart of his people a poet must live with the people 
and take part in the movements and struggles of his 
age. Thus only can he hope to stir and mould the 
thoughts of his contemporaries, and to remain a per¬ 
manent living power in the memory of his countrymen. 
Wilhelm Miiller died at the very moment when the 
rich blossoms of his poetic genius were developing 
into fruit; and after he had warmed and quickened 
the hearts of the youth of Germany with the lyric 


' Firef*o« to k new edition of Wilbelm Muller's poems, published 
In t868, in the ‘Bibliothek der deutsehen Nstionallitemtur dee 
Mhtsehntea und neunsehnten Jshrhunderts.’ Lidpsig, Brockhsns. 
Tnnslsted insn tlie Gerinnn b; 0 . A. M. 
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songs of his youth, only a short span of time was 
granted him to show the world, as he did more 
especially in his ‘ Greek Songs ’ and ‘ Epigrams,’ the 
higher goal towards^which he aspired. In these his 
last works it is easyAo see that his poetry would not 
merely have reflected the happy dreams of youth, but 
that he could also perceive the poetry of life in its 
sorrows as clearly as in its joys, and depict it in true 
and vivid colours. 

One may, I think, divide the friends and admirers 
of Wilhelm Muller into two classes : those who re¬ 
joice and delight in his fresh and joyous songs, and 
those who admire the nobleness and force of his 
character as shown in the poems celebrating the war 
of Greek independence, and in his epigrams. All 
iwetry is not for every one, nor for every one at all 
times. There are critics and historians of literature 
who cannot tolerate songs of youth, of love, and of 
wine. They always ask why 1 and wherefore ? and 
they demand in all poetry, before anything else, high 
or deep thoughts. No doubt there can bo no poetry 
without thought, but there are thoughts which are 
poetical without being drawn from the deepest depths 
of the heart and brain, nay, which are poetical just 
l>ecause they are as simple and true and natural as 
the flowers of the field or the stars of heaven. There 
is a poetry for the old, but there is also a poetry for 
the young. The young demand in poetry an inter¬ 
pretation of their own youthful feelings, and first 
learn truly to understand themselves through poets 
who can speak for them as they would speak for 
themselves, had nature endowed them with melody 
of thought and harmony of diction. Youth is and 

c c 2 
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will remain the majority of the world, and will let 
no gloomy cynic rob it of its poetic enthusiasm for 
young love and old wine. True, youth is not over- 
critical ; true, it does not know how to speak or 
write in learned phrases of the h^erits of its favourite 
poets. But for all that, where is the poet who would 
not rather live in the warm recollection of the never- 
dying youth of his nation, than in voluminous ency¬ 
clopaedias, or even in the marble Walhallas of 
Germany ? The story and the songs of a miller’s 
man, who loves his master’s daughter, and of a miller's 
daughter, who loves a huntsman better, may seem 
very trivial, commonplace, and unpoetical to many 
a man of forty or fifty. But there aie men of forty 
and fifty who have never lost sight of the bright 
but now far-off days of their own youth, who can 
still rejoice with those that rejoice, and weep with 
those that weep, and love with those that love— 
aye, whp can still fill their glasses with old and 
young,- and in whose eyes everyday life has not 
destroyed the poetic bloom that rests everywhere 
on life so long as it is lived with warm and natural 
feelings. Songs which like the ‘ Beautiful Miller’s 
Daughter,’ and the ‘Winter Journey,’ coufd so penetrate 
and again spring forth from the soul of their musical 
composer, Franz Schubert, may well stir the very 
dep^s of our own hearts, without the need of fearing 
the wise looks of those who possess the art of saying 
nothing in many words. Why should poetry be less 
free than painting to seek for what is b^utiful wher¬ 
ever a human eye can discover, wherever human art can 
imitate it? Ko one blames the painter iif instead 
<4 ^ddy peaks or towering waves, he delineates on 
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Lis canvas a quiet narrow valley, filled with a green 
mist, and enlivened only by a grey mill and a dark- 
brown mill-wheel, from which the spray rises like 
silver dust, and theft^floats away, and vanishes in the 
i-ays of the sun. M what is not too common for 
the painter, too common for the poet ? Is an idyll 
in the truest, warmest, softest colours of the soul, 
like the ‘ Beautiful Miller’s Daughter,’ less a work 
of art than a landscape by Ruysdael ? And observe 
in these songs how the execution suits the subject; 
their tone is thoroughly popular, and reminds many 
of us, perhaps even too much, of the popular songs 
collected by Arnim and Brentano in ‘ Des Knaben 
Wunderhorn.’ But this could not be helped. Theo¬ 
critus could not write his idylls in grand Attic Greek ; 
he needed the homeliness of the Boeotian dialect. 
It was the same with Wilhelm Muller, who must 
not be blamed for expressions which now perhaps, 
more than formerly, may sound to fastidious ears 
too homely or commonplace. 

His simple and natural conception of nature is 
shown most beautifully in the ‘ Wanderer’s Songs,’ 
and in the ‘Spring Wreath from the Plaucn Valley.’ 
Nowhere do we find a laboured thought or a laboured 
word. The lovely spring world is depicted exactly 
as it is, but over all is thrown the light that radiates 
from the poet’s eye and the poet's mind. That min«I 
alone is able to perceive and to give utterance to 
what others fail to see and silent nature cannot utter. 
It is tiiis reoc^^ition of the beautiful in what is in- 
signifieajit, of greatness in wbat is small, of the 
muv^obs in ordinary life; yes, this perception of 
the divine in. every earthly enjoyment, which gives 
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its own charm to each of Wilhelm Muller’s smallest 
poems, and endears them so truly to those who, 
amidst the hurry of life, have not forgotten th& 
delight of absorption in nature, who have never lost 
their faith in the mystery of »be divine presence 
in all that is beautiful, good, and true on earth. We 
need only read the ‘ Frdhlingsmahl ’ or ‘ Pfingsten ’ 
to see how a whole world, aye, a whole heaven, may 
be mirrored in the tiniest drop of dew. 

And as enjoyment of nature finds so clear an echo 
in the poetry of Wilhelm MUller, so also does the 
delight which man should have in man. Blinking 
songs and table songs do not belong to the highest 
Hights of poetry; but if the delights of friendly meet¬ 
ings and greetings belong to some of the brightest 
moments of human happiness, why should a poet 
hold them to be unworthy of his muse? There is 
something especially Gorman in all drinking songs, 
and no other nation has hold its wino in such honour. 
Can one imagine English poems on port or sherry ! 
or has a Frenchman much to tell us of his Bordeaux, 
or even of his Burgundy 1 The reason that the poetry 
of wino is unknown in England and Franco is, that 
in these countries people know nothing of what lends 
its poetry to wine, namely, the joyous consciousness 
of mutual pleasure, the outpouring of hearts, the 
feeling of common brotherhood, which makes learned 
professors and divines, generals and ministers, men 
once more at the sound of Um ringing glasses. This 
purely human delight p tiie enjoyment of life, in 
the flavour of the German wine, and in the yet higher 
flavour of the German Symposium, finds its happiest 
ezprenion in the drinking songs of Wilhelm Muller. 
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They have often been set to music by the best masters, 
and have long been sung by the happy and joyous. 
The name of the poet is often forgotten, whilst many 
(if his songs have lAt^me popular songs, Just because 
they were sung frontHhe heart and soul of the German 
people, as the people were fifty years ago, and as the 
best of them still are, in spito of many changes in 
the Fatherland. 

It is eaay to see*that a aerious tone is not wanting 
even in the drinking songs; The wine was good, but 
the times were bad. These who, like Wilhelm Milller, 
had shared in the great sufferings and the great hopes 
of the German people, and who then saw that, after* 
all the sacrifices that ha<i been made, all was in vain, 
all was again as bad or even worse than before, could 
with difficulty conceal their disaffection, however 
helpless they felt themselves against the brutalities 
of those in power. Many who, like Wjlhelm Miiller, 
had laboured to reanimate German popular feeling, 
who, like him, had left the University to sacrifice 
as common soldiers their life and life’s happiness to 
the freedom of the country, and who then saw how 
the dread of their own deliverers felt by the scarcely 
rescued princes, and the fear cherished by foreign 
nations of an united and strong Germany, combined 
to destroy the precious seed sown in blood and tears,— 
could not alw'ays suppress their gloomy anger at such 
faint-hearted, weak-minded policy. On January i, 
1H20, Wilhelm MUller wrote thus in the dedication 
of the second part of bis ‘Xetters from Rome’ to 
his friend Atterbom, the Swedish poet, with whom 
he had but a short time before passed the Carnival 
time in Italy joyfully and carelessly. ‘ And thus 
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I greet yon in your old sacred I^atherland, not 
jokingly and raerrily, like the book, whose writer 
seems to have become a stranger to me, bot earnestly 
and briefly; for the great fast o^'the European world, 
expecting the passion, and waiting for deliverance, 
can endure no indiflerent shrug of,the shoulders and 
no hollow compromises and excuses. He who cannot 
act at this time, can yet rest and mourn.’ For such 
words, veiled as they were, resigned as they were, 
♦ the fortress of Mayence was at that time the usual 
answer. 

* DftutMch unil froi «nd Htark und lauter 
In dent deutsohen Land 
1st der Weill allein geltlieben 
An <Ie» Kheines Strand. 
l«t )Ur niobt ein Deniagogd, * 

Wer noil einer aein f 
Mainz, dn atohee Bundesfcste, ^ 

Sperr ihn nur iiioht ein 

That Wilhelm Miiller escaped the petty and annoy-. 
ing persecutions of the then police system, he owed 
partly j|p the i;ctirod life he led in his little native 
countryV*partly to his own good spirts, which pre¬ 
vented him from entirely sinking the man in the 
politician. He had some enemies in the little court, 
whose Duke and Duchess wcuo* personally attached 
to him. A prosperous life such as his could not 
fail to attract envy, and his frank guileless character 

* *Fr«e, and atrong, and pura, and German, 

Oa the German Rhin^ 

Mottling of that name U worthy, 

Mothing bat oorlwine; 

IF the wiili* it not a rebol. 

Then no giore are wet 

Maim, tboD prood and frowning fortrtas. 

Let him wander fire#'}’ 
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gave plenty of occasion for suspicion. But the only 
answer which he vouchsafed to his detractora was:— 

‘Und latttt mir docE mein voiles Glass, 

Und lM8(,mir meinen guten Spa's, 

Hit un*Te»scl>leohten Zeit I 

Wer bei dSm Welne slngt und Incht, 

Den that, ihr Hemi, nioht in die Acht! 

Ein Kind ist Frdbligkeit 

Wilhelm Muller evidently felt that when words 
are not deeds, or do not lead to deeds, silence is 
more worthy of a man than speech. Ho never 
became a political poet, at least never in his 
own country. But when the rising of the Greeks 
appealed to those human sympatliies of Christian 
nations which can never be quite extinguished, and 
when here, too,' the faint-hearted policy of the great 
powers played and bargained over the great events 
in the East of Europe instead of trusting to those 
principles which alone can secure the true and last¬ 
ing well-being of states, as well as of imlividuals, 
then the long accrimulated wrath of the poet and 
of the man burst forth and found utterance in the 
songs* on the Greek war of Independence. Human,’ 
Christian, political, and classical sympathies stirred 
his heart, and breathed that life into bis poems, 
which most of the’fa still possess. It is astonishing 
how a young man in a small isolated town like 
Dessau, hlmost shut out from intercourse with the 

* ‘ Tbe timea are svil. mt leave me etill 
My brimming glaae, my wit at will. 

My fbolie fimeiea wildl 

Wbo langha and qnaflb, and love* good ebeer. 

Of him, my maatore, have no fear t 
Mirth it a very ohild.’ 

TnuialaUon, by Sir Theodore Martin. 
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great world, could have followed step by step the 
events Of the Greek revolution, seizing on all the 
right, the beauty, the grandeur of the struggle, 
making himself intimately acquainted with the domi¬ 
nant chai’acters, whilst he at the dame time mastered 
the peculiar local colouring of the passing events. 
Wilhelm Miiller was not only a poet, but he was 
intimately acquainted with classic antiquity. He 
knew the Greeks and the Romans. And just as 
during his stay in Rome he recognised everywhere 
the old in what was new, and everywhere sought 
to find what was eternal in the eternal city, so 
now with him the modern Greeks were inseparably 
joined with the ancient. A knowledge of the modem 
Greek language appeared to him the natural com¬ 
pletion of the study of old Greek; and it was his 
acquaintance with the popular songs of modern as 
well as of ancient Hellas that gave the colour which 
imparted such a Vivid expression of truth and natural¬ 
ness to his own Greek songs. It was thus that the 
‘ Griechen-Lieder ’ arose, which appeared in separate 
but rapid numbers, and found great favour with the 
people. But even these ‘Griechen-Lieder’ caused 
anxiety to the paternal governments of those days:— 

* Ruh* and f^edn will Ruropn—warum lUMt da geatort t 
Wnrum mit d«in Wahn dor Frrihoit oigemiuiclitig dioh belhiirt 1 
Hoff’ auf koinoa Herrea HClfe gegen eio«« Herron Fpohn; 

Auoii d<M Tttrkonkaiiero Polator nennt Enropa oiaen T)iron‘.* 

His last poems were suppreesed by the Censor, 

‘ ‘ Earopo want* but peace Msd quiet: wby bait tbon diaturbed her 
rootl 

How with ailly dreatna of fraadom doat tbou dara to dU braaat f 

If thou riaa agaioat tby rulm, Hellaa, tbou wnat fight alone, 
Ev'n tba bolatw of a Saltan loyal Enropa calla a throaa.’ 



vriLHELM MULLER. 


395 


as well as his ' Hymn on the death of Raphael Riego.’ 
Some of these were first published long after his 
death, others must have been lost whilst in the Cen¬ 
sor's hands. « 

Two of the Greeks songs, ‘ Mark Eozzari,’ and ‘ Song 
before Battle,’ may help the English reader to form 
his own opinion both of the poetical genius and of 
the character of Wilhelm MUller:— 

MARK BOZZAUT'. 

* Oeffne deiiie liohea Tbora, Miasoliinghi, St»dt der Ehrea, 

Wo der Helden Leichen ruheo, dio ud> friihlicb nterben lehrtn, 
Oeffne deine boben Tbore, dffne deine tiefen Griifte, 

.\uf, und streue LorberrcUer auf den Pfad und in die LUfie; 
Mark Bozzari’a edlen Leib bringen wir zu dir getragen, 

Mark Bozzari’t! VVer darf’a wagen, toloben Helden zu beklagenl 
Willzt zueret du Heine Wunden oder Heine Siege ziiblen ? 

Keiuem Sieg wird eine VVunde, keiner Wund’ ein Sieg liier febleii. 
Sieh auf unaem Lanzenspitzen siob die Turbanbbupter drehen, 
Sieb, wie fiber seiner Baiire die OHUtanenralinen welien, 

Sieb, o ideb die letzten Werke, die voUbmcbtadeH Hablen Kechle 
In dem Feld von Karpinisai, wo zein StabI im Blute zecbte I 
In der scbwarzen Geislerslunde rief er unare Schar zusaminen. 
Funken tprfibten nnare Angen durcb die Nacbt wie Weltciflamuien, 
Uebets Kuie zerbracben wir jaucbzend unzrer Scbwerter Sobeideii, 
Um mit Sensan einsumbben in die feizten Tfirkenwciden; 

Und wir drfickten una die Hbnde, und wir atrichen una die Bbrte, 
Und der atampfte mit deiu Fuaao, und der rieb an aeinem Sobwerte. 
Da eraofaoU Bozzari’s Stimuie: *' Auf, ina Lager der Barbaren ! 
Auf, mir nacb I Verirrt eueb aicht, Brfider, in der Feinde Hcharen f 
Socht ibr micb, im Zelt dee Paechaa werdet ibr mich aicher flnden, 
Auf, mit Gott t £r biUt die Feinde, hillt den Tod aucb fiber- 
winden! ’* 

Anft Und die Trompete rim er baatig aua dee Blbaera Hbnden 
Und atieae eelbot binein ao bell, daaa ea von den Felamwbnden 
Heller ateta ond beller musete aieh vcnioppelnd widerhidlcn; 

Aber beUer widerballt’ ea docb in nnaim Herzen alien. 

* I am enabled tbrougb tbe kindneae of idr Tbeodore Martin to 
supply an ezcelleiit tnuialatteo of tbeae two pocma. 
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Wie d«» Herren Blitz and Donner aui der Wolkenburg der Nachte, 
Alw tr*f das Schwert der Freien die Tyrannen and die Knechto; 
Wie die Tuba des Gerichteg wird dereiiwt die Silader wecken, 
Algo gclioll durchg Tfirkenlager Uraawnd dieaer Ruf der Sohreoken ; 
“Mark Bozz.iri! Mark Bozzaril Sulioten..! SuliotenI” 

Solch ein guter Morgengrugg ward den l^hlAfera da entboten, 

Und aie riittelten aich anf, and gleich hirtenlosen Schafen 
Rannten aie durch alle Gasaen, bia aie aneinander trafen 
Und, bethbrt von Todeaengeln, die duroh ihre Schw&rme gingen, 
Briider aioh in blinder Wuth stfirzten in der Briider Klingen. 
Frag' die Naclit nach unaern Thaten; aie hat ana im Kainpf 
geaehen— 

Aber wird der Tag eg glauben, waa in dieser Nacht geschehen ? 
Hun<l9rt Griechen, tauaend TUrken : also war die Seat zii uchaiien 
Anf dem Feld von Knrpinisai, ala daa Lioht beganii zu grauen. 
Mark Bozzari, Mark Bozzari, and dich haben wir gefunden— 
Kenntlich nor an deinem Bohwerte, kenntlich nar an deinen 
Wnnden, 

An den Wnnden, die da aoblugeat, and an denen, die dich trafen— 
Wie du ea veriieiaaen hatteat, in dem Eelt dea Paac'iaa schlafen. 

Oeffne deine hohen There, Miaaolunghi, Stadt der Ehren, 

Wo der Helden Leiohen ruhen, die ana frbhilch aterben lehren, 
Oeffne deine tiefen Grttfte, dasa wir in den heil’gea SUitten 
Neben Helden anoem Helden za dem langen Schlafe betten! — 
Schlafe bei dem dentaohen Grafen, Grafen Kormann, Fela der 
Ehren, 

Bia die Stiinmen dea Geriohtes alle Grhber werden leeren.* 


MARK BOZZARI. 

‘Open wide, proud Miaaolonghi, open wide thy portala high. 

Where repose the bones of hemes, teach ns obeerfully to die! 
Open wide thy lofty portals, open wide thy vanlts pmfonnd ; 

Up, and scatter lanret garlands to the breeze and on the ground! 
Mark Bozzarl's noble body is the fiwight to thee wo bear, 

Mark Bozzari’a! Who f >r hero great as he to weep will dare’ 
Tell hie wonnds, hie victories ovm- ! Which in namber greatest be ? 
Every victory hath its wound, and every woand its sdetory! 

See, a turban’d head is grimly set on all onr lances here! 

See, how the Osmanli'a banner ssrathes in purple folds his bier! 
See, oh, see, the latest trophies, which our hero’s glory seal’d. 
When hiz glaive with gore waa dmnken on great Karidniasi's 
field I 
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In the murkiest hour of midjiight did we at bis catl arise, 

Through the gloom like lightoiug-flashes flush'd the fury from our 
eyes; 

With a shout, across our knees we snapp'd the scabbards of our 
swords, • 

Better down to mow t]^e harvest of the mellow Turkish hordes ; 

And we clasp’d our hands together, and each warrior stroked his 
beard, 

And one stamp’d the sward, another rubb’d his blade, and vow’d 
its weird. 

Then Bozzari’s voice resounded: “ On, to the barbarian's lair ! 

On, and follow me, my brothers, see you keep togctlicr there! 

Should you miss me, you will find me surely in the Bsslm’s 
tent I 

On, with God I Through Him our foenien, death itself through 
Him is shent I 

On 1 ” And swift he snatch'd the bugle from the hands of him 
that blew. 

And himself awoke a summons that o’er dale and mountain flew. 

Till each ruck and cliff made answer clear and clearer to the call, 

But a clearer echo sounded in tlio bosom of us all! 

As from midnight’s baltlemented keep the lightnings of tlio Loni 

Sweep, so swept our swords, and smote the tyrants and their 
slavish horde; 

As the trump of doom shall waken sinners ^n their graves that 
lie. 

So through all the Turkish leaguer thunder’d his ap|>alling cry : 

“Mark Bozzari ! Mark Bozzari 1 Suliotes, smite them in their 
lair 1 ’’ 

duch the goodly morning greeting that we gave the sleepers there. 

And they stagger’d from their slumber, and they ran from street 
to street, 

Kan like sheep without a sheyiheid, striking wild at all they meet; 

Ran, and frenzied by Death's angels, who amidst their myriads 
stray’d. 

Brother, in bewilder’d fury, dash'd and fell on brother’s blade. 

Ask the night of our achievements! It beheld ns in the flght, 

But the day will never credit what we did in y<»ider night. 

Greeks by hundreds, Turks by rim w san ds, tbere like ecattcr’d 
seed they lay. 

On the field of Karpinbel, when the mondng broke in grey. 

Mark Bosaari, Mark Boasari, and wa fomad tbM gmih’d and ntown; 

By thy sword alone we knew thee, knew tbae by thy wonnde 

nlmte; 
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By tli« wotindi thy h»nd hnd cloves, by the wosnde th»t (earn’d 
thy breart, 

Lying, m thoa hadat foretold ns, in the Pasha’s tent at rest! 

Open wide, proud Missolonghi, open wide^thy portals high, 

Where repose the bones of heroes, teach ns cheerfully to die I 

Open wide thy vaults! Within their Ifoly bounds a couch we M 
make. 

Where our hero, laid with heroes, may his last long slumber take! 

Best beside that Bock of Honour, brave Count Konnann, rest thy 
head, 

Till, at the archangel’s trumpet, all the graves give up their 
dead! ’ 


LIED VOR DEB 8CHLACHT. 

‘ Wer fltr die Freiheit kampft und fiillt, dess Bulim wird blUhend 
stehn, 

Solange frei die Winde noch durch freie Lfifte wehn, 

Solange frei der Baume Lanb noch rauscht im grhnen Wald, 
Solang’ des Btromes Woge noch frei nach dem Meere wallt, 
Bolang* des Adlers Fittloh frei noch durch die Wolken fleugt, 
Solang’ ein freier Odeiii noch aus freiem Herzen steigt. 

Wer fttr die Freflieit kiimpft und fallt, dess Rohm wird blfihend 
stehn, 

Solange freie Gcistcr noch durch Erd’ und Himmel gehn. 

Durch Erd’ und Himmel sohwebt er noch, der Helden Schatten- 
reihn, 

Und rauscht um uns in stiller Nacht, in bellem Sonnenschein, 

Im Sturm, der stolse Tannen bricht, und in dem Lttftchen auoh. 
Das durch das Gras auf Grilbom spielt mit seinem leisen Hauch, 
In femer Enkel Hanse noch nm alls Wiegen kreist 
Auf Hellas’ heldenreicher Flur der freien Ahnen Geist; 

Der haucht in Wundertranmen sehon den aarten Sitngling an 
Und weiht in seinem erston Schlaf dna Kind an rinon Mann; . 

Den JOngling lookt sein Ruf hinans mit nie geftthlter Lust 
Zur Sthtte, wo ein Freier llol; da greifl er in die Bmst 
Dem 2iittemden, und Sdiaoer aidin ihm dnreh das tiefe Hen, 

Er Was nkdit, ob es Wonne sal, ob ea der «rste Schmera. 
Herab, du hdl'ge Gdsterschar, eciiwdl’ nnsre Fdiuen auf, 
BeAttgle unsrer Hwaen Sohlag und hnarw Fttase I^uf; 

WIr sdrfm nadi der Ftreiheit ana, die Wi^en h» der Hand, 

Whr dsdien aua auf Kampf und Ted Kr GoU, fbe Vatwlaad 1 
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llir Mid mit una, ihr mnacli^ um una, e^’r 0«tat«rodein aielit 
MU aanbarlachen TStien Mn durch unavr'Jabellied; 

Ihr aeid mit nna, ihr aohwebt d»ber, ihr ana Tbermopylii, 

Ihr ana dam grfinen Marathon, ihr von dor blauen See, 

Am Wolkenfelaen M 5 'ka]e, am Salamiiieratrand, 

Ihr all' aua Wald, Fel^, nnd Thai im weiten Griechenland ! 

Wer fllr die Freiheit kiimplt nnd fdllt, deaa Ruhm wird bltlhend 
Btehn, 

Solange frei die Winde nnch durch freie LCfte wehn,' 

Sulange frei der Bdume Laub noch rauaoht im grtlnen Wald, 
Solang* dee Stromea Woge noob frei nach dem Meere wallt, 
Solaitg' dea Adlera Fittieh frei noch durch die Wolken fleugt, 
Solang’ ein freier Odom noch ana freiem Uerzen ateigt.’ 


SONG BEFORE BATTLE. 

‘Whoe'er for freedom fighta and falls, liis fame no blight shall know. 
As long as through heaven’s free expanse the breeaea freely blow. 
As long as in the forest wild tlie green leaves flutter free, 

As long as rivers, mountain-bom, roll freely to the sea. 

As long as free the eagle’s wing exulting cleaves the skies, 

As long as from a freeman’s heart a freeman's breath doth yiae. 

Whoe’er for freedom fights and falls, his fame %o blight shall know. 
As long as spirits of the fiee through earth and air shall go; 
Through earth and air a spirit-bniid of heroes moves always. 

’Tis near us at the dea<l of night, and in the noontide’s blase, 

In the storm that levels towering pines, and in the brecse that wave- 
With low and gentle bresith the grass upon our fathers’ graves. 
There’a not a cradle in the bounds of Hellas broad and fair. 

But the spirit of our free-bom sires is surely hovering there. 

It breathes in dreams of fairyland npon the infant's brain. 

And in his first sleep dedicates the child to maiifaood’s pain ; 

Its summons lures the youth to stand, with new-Ixim joy possess’d, 
Whwe once a freeman fell, and there it fires his thrilling breast. 
And a shudder mna throu^ all bis frame; he knows not if it be 
A throb of rapture, or the first sharp pang of agony. 

Come, swell our banners on the breeae, tlion sacred ^irit-band, 
Give srings to every warrior’s foot, and nerve to every band. 

We go to strike fixr freadoin, to break the <yp r ess o r*s rod. 

We go to battle and to death ftsr our country and our God. 

Ye are with us, we bear your wings, ws hear in magio tone 
Year sidrit-v(dce the Pacna swell, and mingie srith ottr own. 
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Y# AM with b% aiouiKl,—yoa m>m Tiiermopyi&e, 

If on firom Um twdMif Sfsiwthon, y^a ^ra the azure aea. 

By the doodoeappM rbtiks of Mykale, aC^Salamii,—all you 
* Prom field and fpreat, mount and glen, the land of Hellaa through! 

WhM’er for freedom fighte and falls, his faidb no blight shall 
know, ' 

'As kbg as through heaven's free expanse the breezes finely blow, 
*'As }<M^ as'in thei forest wild the green leaves flutter free, 

As long as rivers, mountain-bom, roll freely to the sea. 

As long as free the eagle's wing exulting cleaves the skies. 

As long as from a freeman's heart a freeman’s breath doth rise.' 

There is a poem on Konstantin Kanares published 
by Wilhelm MUller in his ‘Neueste Lieder der 
Griechen,’ 1824, and translated by Professor Aytoun in 
his ‘ Lays of the Scottish Cavaliers and other poems 
It Vfas probably written soon after the second fireship 
ekl>loit of Kanares which took place in November, 
>8a'2 *. Kanares lived to be Prime Minister of Greece, 
«.ai^4 ^ *^77> ■while the poet who wrote his 

years before. 

EPITAPH ON KONSTANTIN KANARI. 

‘ Konstantin Kanari heisa’ ioh, der ioh lleg' in dieser Grufl, 

Zwei Osinaneuflotten hah’ ich fliegen lassen in die Luft, 

Bin auf meinem Bett gestorben in dem Henn, als guter Christ: 
|fur ein Wuusoh von dieser Krde noch mit mir beerdigt ist: 

Dauw ich mit der dritten Plotte nnsrer Feind’ auf hohem Meer 
Mitten unter Blits und Donner in den Tod geflogen war’l 
Mier in freier Erde haben meineu I,eib aie aingesenkt— 

Qieb mein Gott, dass fre! sie Ueibei bis mein Xeib si« wiedw 
,• sprengtl’ 

Attovh’b Tiunblatiok. 

*1 am Constantine Kanares, 

T, who lie beneath tide stone. 

Twice into the air in thunder 
Have the Turkiah gailcyt hiowa. 


* >oth ed. 1868, 3x4. 

* See :niilay. • Blstoiy <rfGMeoe,* vL got. 
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Ib my bed 1 Jed, » C%ristUat 

Hoping et^gbt with Christ’ to be; 

Yet one eeftnly with is buried 

Deep within the greve with me— 

Thnt upon the open oceen. 

When the* third Annede ceme, 

They and I had died together. 

Whirled aloft on winga of flame. 

Yet ’tie something that they’ve laid me 
In a land without a stain : 

Keep It thus, my God and Saviour, 

Till I rise from earth again.' 

When we remember all that was compresaed into 
the poet’s short Hfej we might well believe that this 
ceaseless acquiring and creating must have tired and 
weakened and injured both body and mind. Such, 
however, was not the case. All who knew the poet 
agree in stating that he never overworked himself, 
and that he accomplished all ho did with the most 
perfect ease and enjoyment. Let us only remember 
how his life as a student was broken into by bis 
service during the war, how hi^ journey to Italy 
occupied several years of his life, how later in Dessau 
he had to follow his profession as Teacher and 
Librarian, and then let us turn our thoughts to all the 
work of his hands and the creations of his mind, and 
we are astonished not only at the amount of work 
done, but still more at the hnished form which 
distinguishes all his works. He was one of the fint 
who with Zeune, von der Hagen, and the brothers 
Olimm, laboured to reawaken an interest in ancient 
and mediaeval German literature. He was a favourite 
pnjnlof Wolf, and his ‘ Homerische Vorschule* did more 
than any other work at that time to .propagate the 
ideas of Wolf. He had explored the modem languages 
Vou *1,. D d 
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of Europe,—French, Italian, English, and Spanish, and 
his critiques in all these fields of literature show how 
intimately acquainted he was with the best authors of 
these nations. Besides all this he worked regularly for 
journals and encyclopaedias, and was engaged as co¬ 
editor of the great Encyclopaedia of Arts and Sciences 
by Ersch and Gruber. He also undei-took the publica¬ 
tion of a ‘ Library of the German Poets of the Seven¬ 
teenth Century,’ and all this, over and above his poems 
and novels, in the short space of thirty-three years. 

I almost forget that I am speaking of my father, 
for indeed I hardly knew him, and when his scientific 
and poetic activity reached its end, he was far younger 
than I am now. I do not believe, however, that 
a natural afiection and veneration for the man de¬ 
prives us of the right of judging of the poet. It is 
well said that love is blind, but love also strengthens 
and sharpens the dull eye, so that it sees beauty where 
thousands phss by unmoved. If one reads most of 
our critical writings, it would almost seem as if the 
chief duty of the reviewer were to find out the weak 
points and faults of every work of art. Nothing has 
so injured the art of criticism as this prejudice. 
A critic is a judge, but a judge, though he is no advo¬ 
cate, should never be a mere prosecutor. The weak 
points of any work of art betray themselves only too 
soon, but in order to discover its beauties, not only 
a sharp but also an experienced eye is needed; but 
more necessary than all are love and a sympathetic 
spirit. It is the heart that makes the true critic, and 
not the head only. It is well known how many of 
the most beautiful spots in Scotland, and Wales, and 
Cornwall, were not many years ago described as 
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wastes and wildernesses. Bichmond and Hampton 
Court were admired, people travelled also to Versailles 
and admired the often admired blue sky of Italy. 
But poets such as Walter Scott and Wordsworth 
discovered the beauttes of their native land. Where 
others had only lamented over bare and dreary hills, 
they saw the battle-fields and burial-places of the 
primaeval Titan struggles of nature. Where others 
saw nothing but barren moors full of heather and 
broom, the land in their eyes was covered as with 
a carpet softer and more variegated than the most 
precious products of the looms of Turkey. Where 
others lost their temper at the grey cold fog, they 
marvelled at the silver veil of the bride of the 
morning, and the gold illumination of the departing 
sun. Now every cockney can admire the smallest 
lake in Westmoreland or the barest moor in the 
Highlands. Why is this ? Because few eyes are so 
dull that they cannot see what is beautiful after it 
has been pointed out to them, and when they know 
that they need not feel ashamed of admiring it. It 
is the same with the beauties of poetry, as with the 
beauties of nature. We must first discover what 
is beautiful in poetry, and when it is discovered 
show how and why it is beautiful, otherwise the 
authors of Scotch ballads are but strolling singers, 
and the Niebelungen songs are, as Frederick the Great 
said, not worth powder and shot. The trade of fault¬ 
finding is quickly learnt, the art of admiration is 
a difiicult art, at least for little minds, narrow hearts, 
and timid souls, who prefer treading broad and safe 
paths. Thus many critics and litenuy historians 
have rushed by the poems of Wilhelm Miiller, Just 

n d a 
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like travellera, who go on in the beaten track, pass- 
wg hy on the right hand and on the left the most 
beautiful scenes of nature, and who only stand still 
and open both eyes and mouth when their Murray 
tells them there is something they ought to admire. 
Should an old man who is at home there, meet them 
on their way and counsel the travellers to turn for 
a moment from the high road and accompany him 
through a shady path to a mill, many may feel at first 
full of uneasiness and distrust. But when they have 
refreshed themselves in the dark green valley with 
its lively mill stream and delicious wood fragrance, 
they no longer blame their guide for having called 
somewhat loudly to them to pause in their journey. 
It is such a pause that I have tried in these few intro¬ 
ductory lines to enforce on the reader, and I believe 
that I too may reckon on pardon, if not on thanks, 
from those who have followed my sudden call. 


A NATIONAL MONUMENT OF WILHELM 
MULLER, ERECTED AT DESSAU, Sept. 1891. 

Dessau, the native place of the poet Wilhelm 
Muller, is the capital of the Duchy of Anhalt. The 
monument erected there by a national subscription 
was unveiled on September 30, 1891. The following 
account of the ceremony appeared in the GermAu 
papers, and in a volume published by Dr. W. Hosaeus, 
the Librarian of the Ducal Library. 

‘It was a good omen for the unveiling of the 
monument that, after a long spell of rain, the most 
magnificent autumnal weather had set in. People 
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of the town and from the neighbourhood were on the 
alert, looking forward to the festive day. Their H.H. 
the reigning Duke and Duchess, Prince Edward, 
Pi-ince Aribert withliis young wife (the granddaughter 
of the Queen of En^and and daughter of Princess 
Christian of Schleswig-Holstein), and the Princess 
Alexandra arrived from Ballenstedt in the Harz 
mountains. The previous evening the whole town 
was decorated to receive the Prince and Princess 
Aribert, who, after their marriage in England on 
July 6, made on this occasion their first appearance 
in De-ssau. Professor Max Muller, the son of the poet, 
had come from England with his family, and excited 
lively interest among all classes of his native town. 
The sun shone brightly from a cloudless sky, and 
flags and streamers fluttered merrily in the fresh 
autumnal wind. The gaily decorated tribunes erected 
in the streets were inspected by largo numbers of 
townspeople and visitors, and the places reserved 
for ladies began to fill at an enrly hour. Next 
arrived the deputations of the magistracy and the 
officers of the regiments stationed at Dessau with their 
military bands. Representatives from far and near, 
and the professors and pupils of the two Government 
schools, stood around, whilst the whole population 
soon covered the reserved ground. At noon punc¬ 
tually the Court appeared in carriages drawn by four 
horses with outriders, and were received by the Com¬ 
mittee. H.H. the reigning Duke gave the word of 
command, and a large chorus of male voices sang 
a hymn written and composed for the occasion. After 
that Privy Councillor Dr. A. RUmelin delivered the 
following eloquent speech:— 
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‘Here, where we are assembled to-day to unveil 
the monument of Wilhelm Muller, we feel ourselves 
inspired by the recollections of a memorable past, full 
of stirring thoughts. Behind the living who are 
gathered here and who gratefuHy recall the memory 
of our great poet, there seem to rise unseen figures of 
former days, that went in and out of the old and 
now vanished schoolhouso * as if wishing to see once 
more the face of their genial teacher;—poets who 
sang with him of “ Spring and Love,” of “ blessed 
golden times,” “ of Liberty, of manly work, of truth 
and sanctity*”; masters of music, who by their 
melodies have planted our poet’s songs deep in the 
hearts of the German people, brothers-in-arms who 
sacrificed by his side their life for the freedom of the 
fatherland, and foremost among them the “ youth 
with sword and lyre ” (Theodor Komer), the centenary 
of whose birth wo celebrated here a few days ago; 
and from the'Eurotas and the island-rock of Hydra, 
the valiant sons of Greece whose King and Parlia¬ 
ment have sent the marble for the monument of the 
loved poet of the “ Griechenlieder.” 

‘ The place, however, where the genius of the poet 
grew and flourished is here, in this country, whose 
Prince acted as his gracious friend and protector, and 
it was in this very town that from the cradle to the 
grave the greater part of his life was spent and his 
work done. Still and peaceful was the respected 
burgher-house which witnessed his birth, and allowed 

' Tfa« old fdiQolbooae in wUeh Wilhrim Mttlter has boon 

dootoliabtd, and a now <nia baa boon bnilt, in front of wbl«^ alanda tb« 
nonmnMtt of tba poot. 

* All th ai o aro quotations from W. MftIkr'a pooms and other popolar 
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full play to the boy’s spirits and thoughts ; still and 
peaceful was the land of his childhood under the 
patriarchal government of the mild and wise Duke 
Franz. The young heart could take root with all its 
fibres in the wonders'of the surrounding nature which 
had been made more wonderful by the creative genius 
of the reigning Prince. It was here that the birds of 
the forest took his thoughtful mind captive with their 
songs ; it was here that God’s bright sunshine sank 
deep into his soul, from whence, when the hour had 
come, sprang up his fragrant “ Songs of Spring.” And 
bound up with this wonderful nature were the drama¬ 
tic characters, the huntsman in his green dress and 
the feather in his hat, the miller listening to the music 
of the rivulet and the mill-wheel, the organ-giinder 
passing through the village, and the roving youth 
before whose eyes the image of his beloved was 
always moving. The Muse, who met him in the 
gardens and parks of the friend and pafron of Winkel- 
mann* and Erdmannsdorf*, looked on him with her 
bright eyes, and became his guide through the world 
of classical beauty, the languages of which he had 
mastered as if in play. 

‘ On this peaceful life, however, there broke the 
thunder of the cannons of Jena; Germany lay pros¬ 
trate. The boy, only twelve years old, saw the 
French conqueror in his native town, saw the young 
soldiers of his fatherland forced to follow the com¬ 
mand of the tyrant. He heard the cry of an enslaved 
people, and then the fire first began to bum within 

• Th* Dnk* of De«*a, wbo aoring tMvrfa in Italy wm ob 
( rioadly tarma with Wiaketmaon, tlio grtat aiohaBologiit. 

• SrdnuuBiMdarf wm th« Ihike’* friend and adriaer. 
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his breast #moh afterwards burst forth, stirring and 
consuming, in the songs of the man, when he saw the 
noble people of Greece trodden under foot and strug¬ 
gling for freedom against their oppressors. And even 
before the time when these immortal songs spiang 
from his lyre, the youth himself had grasped his 
sword to fight for his own fatherland. At the time 
when Theodor Korner with LUtzow’s bold warriors 
appeared here in Dessau, Wilhelm Muller, then a 
student at Berlin, had entered the Pnissian army 
as a volunteer, and had fought bravely on many 
a battlefield. 

‘ And now we see the bud growing into the flower. 
It opened in the enchanted garden of the Romantic 
School, whose members looked up to the royal seer 
of Weimar. Art and science, with poetry in the van, 
were striving then to unite with the life of the people, 
to draw life from it, and to return life to it. The 
past of the Qefttian people, the middle ages with their 
Minne-song, where poetry and reality seemed to em¬ 
brace each other, was brought to life again. People 
began to study the origin, the growth and spirit of 
language and poetry, of nations and states, in order 
to bring what seemed lost to the service of the de¬ 
livered fatherland. United with the brothers Grimm, 
the founders of the science and history of the German 
language, men like F. A. Wolf and A. Bdckh laboured, 
the one to discover the origin of the Homeric poemsj 
the other to explain the organism of the Athenian 
state. At their feet sat Wilhelm Mtiller, and how 
sedulously he followed them has been shown by his 
later worka. At the same time he was powerfully 
attraoted by the newly recovered treasures of Old 
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German poetry. The “Wunderhorn” of Brentono* 
Bounded through the windows of his study amid the 
stirring notes of popular poetry which had so long 
been despised. It*was while moving in this enchanted 
garden that Gustav Schwab, his friend and afterwards 
the editor of his collected works, saw and described 
him, his face in the bloom of youth, the quickly 
changing colour on his cheek, the eye bright with the 
consciousness of the growing poet, the high forehead 
crowned with fair locks, the very image of strong- 
nerved genius. He hardly knew as yet where to 
turn, so many high-strung interests divided his mind. 
When on the point of devoting himself to the 
study of the Old German Language and Literature 
and entering on an academic career, he was chosen 
by the Berlin Academy to accompany a rich patron 
of classical archaeology to Greece and Egypt. But 
Wilhelm Muller, full of a desire, kindled by Goethe, 
to see Italy, succeeded in persuading his friend to 
travel to Italy first, and then separated from him 
in order to remain there, his heart full of the impres¬ 
sions of the eternal city and of the sunny south, looking, 
with his Viigil open before him, from the Alban bills 
over the surrounding country, recognising Horatian 
descriptions in the scenes of Roman life, collecting 
popular Italian songs, and after having been the head 
of a poetical circle in the northern capital (Berlin), 
now becoming himself a real poet. 

' Many of his poems had then appeared in German 
journals. And when after spending a year and 
a half in Italy, and publishing his iBzst book, “ Rom, 

* An anrl/ooUaeUcm ofCannao popular iwgi, ^UUbad hy Brantaao 
nndar Umt title. 
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B 5 mer und Rdmerinnen,” a description in glowing 
colours of his experiences in Italy, he published his 
“ Seventy-seven poems from the papers of a travelling 
Waldhomist,” Wilhelm Muller stood before “his con¬ 
temporaries as a lyrical poet whose poems could never 
be forgotten, but would hold an abiding place in the 
history of German literature, and, what is more, in 
the heai’t of the German people. He was a true 
disciple of Goethe, an admirer of Uhland, but his 
thoughts and feelings were never imitative, always 
his own, and therefore, clear and impressive. We 
feel carried along with the movement of his Wander- 
lieder, we hear the voice of the rivulet as if talking 
to ourselves. In his heart’s longing, finding and 
losing, the poet, whether joyful as if in heaven, or 
sad unto death makes us sharers of his own joy, his 
own despair. Whether he weaves a wreath of lyric 
songs, as in his “Schdne Miillerin,” “Johannes and 
Esther,”and th0“ Winterreise,” or givesus a single song, 
his words breathe forth the feelings of the moment so 
fully and clearly, that each poem by itself becomes 
a favourite. The full maturity and beauty displayed 
in what ho calls “ Lyrische Spaziergange,” published in 
the last years of his life, meet us already in the fimt 
poems of the “ Waldhomist.” 

‘ The sweet bird-song, “ A bullfinch sat on a lilac 
bough, and sang with its joyful call, “ Now cast the 

‘ All tbe«a allutioDa to well-known German poems. 

« THE BULLFINCH’S OBEKTINO. 

' A bnUilnek Mt on a Ulno bo<i|^ 

And MMig 

TU^-warUing notes, and this is how 
They rang: 
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winter out of door, away I ” dazzles us with the same 
joy of spring, and appeals to our ear with the same 
tones caught from nature as the splendid “ Spring- 
songs ”^ich hexsomposed in the house of his friend 
Count Kalkreuth, *in the Plauensche Gnind near 
Dresden. We willingly obey their call, “ Open the 
windows and open the hearts, quick, quick 1 ” Whoever 
wants to feel how nature pervades the poet’s songs, 
let him follow his “ Winterreise,” in which the last 

"Now cast the winter out of door, 

Away 1 

May, May, good foIk«, is here once more, 

Sweet May ! 

A gay green overcoat has he 
Of gram, 

With buttons sheen, right &ir to see, 

Of glass. 

The springald has a great wide eye 
Of blue ; 

AUwberes it pierces, low and high, , 

Clean through. 

Hia breath bedews, so fresh and pure, 

The air; 

Perfumed all o'er must be, I’m sure, 

His hair. 

A winning way with maidens* moods 
Has he. 

Him too young lads delight in woods 
To see. 

He brings the ebildren toys galore; 

But whence! 

From Nfimherg, from the Flower-Smith's store; 

Yes I theooe! 

And how will’t be with the humdram Goths T 
Ob, tb^ 

Find spott in eatchlng flies and moths 
AU dayt"’ 


TWmooBJt MaKTxa. 
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falling leaf, the snow-covered footprints on the field, 
the ice of the rivers, and the frozen flowers on the 
window-panes are so naturally interwoven with the 
grief of unhappy love that they seem inseparable. 
His poetry shows that it is bom of nature and springs 
from a joyful heart. The poet avoids with few ex¬ 
ceptions the artificial metres of antiquity as well as 
the complicated strophes of the South. But staff- 
rhyme finds its way naturally into his verses, and the 
final rhyme is to him the very soul of German song. 
He has endowed his poems with the wings of rhyme 
and of melofiy. Having praised in manifold variation 
the juice of the vine and the sound of the goblets in 
the company of friends, he is willing to be counted 
among the Anacreontic poets, but he will not be one 
of the rhymeless Anacreontic poets or of the imitators 
of Klopstock’s odes. His poems lend themselves to 
song, nay they seem themselves to be sung rather 
than to be w^tten. It is no mere chance that 
W. Miiller dedicated the second volume of his “ Wald- 
homist ” to Weber *, that he was on the most intimate 
terms with Schneider* and other masters of music, 
and that he found in Schubert a setter to music of his 
songs who showed how thoroughly poetry and music 
can intermingle. Whenever we open the volumes of 
his poetry, we feel delighted at the talent with which 
he discovers a poetic side in every situation, at the 
sharp wit with, which in hundreds of epigrams he 
touches the folly and vanity of the world, at the 
living perception which, in his travels through German 

' The oompoeer of the * FieiechttU,’ See., god&ther of ProfeMor 
Mex Uttller. 

* A well-known eompoeer, Director of the Dncnl orcheetm at DeMo. 
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and foreign lands, grasps the meaning and the charm 
of every landscape and of the customs of every people. 
Even ^ose who do not read poetry often sing his 
popular^foems, without knowing the poet's name. 
And that is the highest reward to the brave Wald- 
Uornist. Though he has lived himself through the 
joys and sufferings of his poetry, yet ho has known so 
well how to veil his own pereonality and the story of 
his own life, that the fashionable curiosity which 
delights in ferreting out the private life of the poet 
instead of enjoying his thoughts, would in his case be 
a double wrong. 

‘ His genius is stiU alive and pervades the German 
fatherland wherever the young men sing before the 
houses his student song, “ When we march through 
the streets with shout and song,” or wherever friends 
are met together and sing cheerfully, “ My home is on 
the Elbe,” and ” At the inn of the Green Wreath,” when 
the merry music is heard of “To wandCr is the miller’s 
joy,” or when we listen to the sad melody of “ Near 
the spring before the gate.” 

‘ In the German war against France W. MUller took 
part with his sword, but not, like Kdmer and Arndt, 
with his lyre. It was not till after the war was over 
that we see him as a poet, and then the disappointment 
at the weakness and discord to which the brave and 
victorious German people were reduced through a 
non-German policy, turned him away from patriotic 
poetry. Yet patriotic sentiments breathe forth from 
many of his poems. In one poem on “ The Eagle of 
Arkona ” he sees in the nest of the royal bird on the 
broken northern promontory of Germany, the emblem 
of a future victorious unity. At last the day came 
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when he too was allowed, what he had envied in others, 
to make his song an inspiration to deeds of valour. 
It was strange, that he, the pupil of F. A. Wolf, he, 
the collector and translator of modern popuTBf Greek 
songs, should thus have been drawn, though “ on 
the wings of song” only, towards the country of 
the Greeks which, on his travels as a youth, he had 
sacrificed in favour of Italy. Hellenic patriotism had 
burst forth, and the heroic struggle of a people 
enslaved for centuries, and left to their fate by a 
pitiless world, began in earnest. Then Wilhelm 
Muller’s “ Greek Songs ” sounded like a trumpet through 
the country, roused the sleeping, stirred up the in¬ 
different, and spoke in words of indignant condemna¬ 
tion to the heartless statesmen of Europe. He then 
thought no longer of love and spring and wine: the 
heart of the poet was stirred to its very depth, filled 
with that true enthusiasm which is rare, but which 
when uttered with the voice of a prophet, never fails, 
but fires and warms, and at last carries the world 
triumphantly along with it. These “Greek Songs” 
mark in the history of literature that powerful move¬ 
ment of Philhellenism which was shared by the best 
spirits in Germany. Some people afterwards ridiculed 
the idea that a country, so divided and weak as 
Germany then was, should have expressed her 
enthusiasm for this struggle for freedom on the part 
of a foreign nation. But would it have been worthy 
of the German people, which claims the peculiar 
privilege of admiring whatever is noble and elevating 
in other nations, to remain indifierent towards the 
fate of an unhappy and brave people 1 Did not the 
enthusiasm for the Greek war of freedom mirror the 



W1LHELX Mt}LLEB. 


415 


fire that was burning in the poet’s heai-t for the rights 
of the German people 1 That heart indeed must be 
cold which could dwell on the stirring pictures of the 
GreS^; '^Sr unrolled before our eyes by Wilhelm 
Muller, without being moved. He asks the friends 
of classical antiquity whether they who profess to 
admire the spark in the ashes of antiquity, are afrai<l 
of the bright fiames of the love of freedom which have 
risen from those very ashes? We listen to the wailing 
voice of the Phanariot, when he says: 

“ My father, my mother, they have sunk them in the sea ; 
Through the streets they dragg’d their bodie?, that were saere<l 
things to me; 

My sister, my fair sister, they did from lier cliamber cliase, 

And they sold her virgin l^eauty on the public market-place! 
When I hear the billows roar, then, inethinks, I hear a cry, 

’Tis my parents calling to mo from the wide deep where they lie; 
‘ Avenge I ’ they cry—and in the sea I hurl Turks' heads, until 
My Vengeance has Ijeen glutted, till the raging waves are still. 
But when around my temples plays the cooling evening gale. 

Ah, in my ears its sighs are like a low bescdbliing wail; 

In shameful bondage sunk my sister sighs to me, 

‘Oh, brother, set your sister from these loathsome fetters free ! ' 
Ob, that 1 were an eagle—might hover high in air, 

And might with swift and piercing glance look round me every¬ 
where, 

Till I should find my sister, and from our foeman's hand 
Should bear her in iny talons tree to our free Orecian land * I ” 

We see the sacred army which “reddens with their 
blood the dawn of liberty,” we follow with admiring 
eyes the hero Marco Bozasari, we share in the hoijcs 
and fears, the disappointments and the discord, the 
shrieks of despair and the joy of victory, of heroes 
now forgotten by the world. We recognise the 
Spartan woman in the Mainotto mother who adorns 
herself with her bridal wreath when standing by the 
• ‘na&alation by Sir Theodora Martin. 
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dead body of her husband, and who wishes to see her 
sons victorious or dead; we recognise the warriors of 
Salatnis in the modem Athenians who, w hen driven 
from the land,built themselves a wooden tow (mthe 
sea, and we see the descendants of the companions of 
Leonidas in the brave soldiers who fell again near 
Thermopylae. The poet throws fire into the souls of 
his heroes, and they stand before us aHve. The 
playful arrows which formerly he let fly so grace¬ 
fully at folly and conceit, are now changed into 
burning arrows, arrows aimed at Albion for deserting 
the Akropolis, and at Prince Mettemich, who in his 
own journal, the OsterreicMsche Beohachter, had 
dared to call the Greeks rebels. 

‘ His firm hope, “ With us, with us is God the Lord 

‘ SONG OF CONSOLATION. 

• With UB, with ns i( God the Lord 1 Then, brothers, hold not 
back, 

Thonf(h o’er oar heads the storm shall hurst through thunderous 
clouds and black. 

Though it shoot down lightning-shafts on us, and vomit fiery 
hailt 

With us, with us is God the Lord t This is no time to quail. 

If ’neath such shocks the Paynim, too, are stricken to the ground, 

With fists close clench’d, with streaming hair, with wild eyes 
glaring round. 

If they stamp and writhe as low they lie, and bite the sodden 
grass, 

And curse the lying spirit brought them to such direful pass. 

Who promised triumph. Paradise, if for the moon they fought. 

And now haUt woun^, and shame, and death for their requital 
brought; 

It is not with us Christians so; though gash’d our hands may be, 

Tet we together fold tiiem in our last death-agony; 

Down to the earth if we be stmok, yet on our knees we rise. 

And evM) as they dose in death, heaven opens on our eyes. 
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did not play him false, and as true poetic enthusiasm 
is always prophetic, it was so with the poet of the 
“ Gr^k Songs.” Who could have dreamed at that time 
of WTOt'^d’ see to-day—<be free Greek nation sending 
the marble for the monument of the German poet— 
nay, the daughter and sister of a German Emperor 
giving her hand to the heir of the Greek throne ! 

‘ In our old Churchyard, close to the tomb of the 
poet’s father, a simple stone adorns his grave and that 
of his wife, recording only their names, and the days 
of their birth and death. Above it stands a lyre in 
white marble, and on a scroll across the strings wo 
read the words Griechenlieder.” As the poet of 
these songs his name has been carried far beyond the 
frontiers of Anhalt, and of Germany; and wherever 
the songs of “Alexander Ypsilanti ” and of “The I.ittle 
Hydriot ” are heard, the heart of the German youth is 
tilled with love for Greece. 

‘ At the time when Wilhelm Miilldt: wi’ote those 
songs, he was surrounded by a cheerful and happy 
home at Dessau. In the grand-daughter of Basedow, 
the founder of popular education in Germany, he had 
found the wife of his heart, the graceful partner of 
his work, and he might well sing 

“Vor dor ThUre meiner Lieben 
Hang leh aaf den Wandentnb, 

Was mich darcli die Welt getrieben. 

Leg ich ihr xa Ffuien »b.” 


With ns, with ns is God the Lord! We kiss the han<l low-bent, 
That joy and Tietoiy, pain and deaU), hath down upon ns sent. 
“Suffer or die, the dawn Is nigh!** Be that onr battle-call: 

If not before, there, there on high we diall alt be free, yes, all I' 

Tbxooou hfasTW. 

VOL. iL « e 
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* The favour of a noble prince gave him, in bis 
double eniployment at the public school of bis native 
town and at the Ducal Libraiy, grateful occupation, 
and yet such full measure of freedom and''f5i^y>WT as 
he, not made for narrow banders, requited. The 
sovereign kept his protecting hand over the poet, 
and when he fell ill and felt tired, he granted him in 
his own park near Dessau a villa to rest and get 
strong in, for which the poet expressed his gratitude 
to Duke Leopold in one of his poems. 

‘ His memory lives on in the hearts of all who were 
his pupils at Dessau. Till a few years ago a venerable 
old man was seen among us whose eyes beamed 
whenever he spoke of his master, to whom he himself 
had dedicated a beautiful poem at his grave. With 
excellent friends near and far a constant correspon¬ 
dence was kept up, and in his own house music was 
often heard, and friends were assembled round a 
hospitable boaird. His work was always varied. His 
essays on ancient and modem literature published in 
German journals are still delightful to read. How 
delicately and accurately he portrays Uhland, KUckert, 
Justinus Keraer; how powerfully, both condemning 
and admiring, the English poet Lord Byron, to whose 
death he devotes one of his best Greek songs. Whether 
the idea of accepting a Germanistic professorship 
remained while he wrote these papers, and edited the 
“ Library of the Poets of the Seventeenth Century,*’ is 
not known. He was inspired by a powerful desire to 
gain a thorough knowledge of the classical languages 
and literatures of the world. 

‘After he had travelled with his wife over many 
parts of Germany, and gathered flowers of poetry 
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everywhere, his health began to fail. He sought 
healing from the springs of Bohemia, made a pil¬ 
grimage to the house of Jean Paul, saw Goethe face 
toTBro^ Weimar,* was the guest of Gustav Schwab 
and JustinuB Kemer, but returned homo full of 
thoughts of death. While asleep the angel of death 
touched him, and on an autumnal evening in the 
year 1827 he was carried away from his children 
and from his wife (whose noble face many of us still 
remember) to his eternal rest by the light of torches 
and with the funeral music composed by Friedrich 
Schneider. 

‘Wilhelm Muller was a poet by the grace of God, 
a scholar of the most varied interests, and a true 
patriot. His whole character, rather resentful against 
external interference, sprang fi-om a thankful and 
truthful heart. Earnestness and purity of thought 
never loft him even in his merriest poetry. When 
consulted by a doubting friend, ho j^ves a manly 
answer, showing undeviating faith in God, virtue, 
and justice. Even when using the sharp weapon of 
satire, he retains a harmless and peaceful tone. Thus 
he has lived and thus he lives on in the remombranci^ 
of his people. 

‘ And if now the veil is drawn from the image which 
the hand of a master has carved from the Greek 
marble, let us, young and old, gratefully remember 
the noble poet, and learn from him the pure delight 
of feeling the presence of God in nature, of devotion 
to the highest ideals of life, and of that love and 
loyalty which is ready to sacrifice all the goods of 
this world, nay our very life, whenever the fatherland 
oalla’ 


>62 
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‘Professor Max Muller, the son of the poet, then 
spoke: 

‘ Yocr Serene Highness, Ladies and G^j^men. 

‘ After all that has just been said with so much 
eloquence and enthusiasm, little, I fear, is left for me 
to say, except to express my deep-felt thanks to His 
Highness, the noble Duke of Anhalt, to the members 
of the Committee, and to many people present here to¬ 
day, for the active sympathy they have shown for my 
father’s monument, and at the same time to congratu- 
late the artist on the perfect work of art with which 
he has adorned his native town, an honour to the 
poet, and an honour to himself. 

‘ A people that honours its poets honours itself, for 
the true poet is of the people. He must know how to 
give perfect and permanent expression to all that is 
beautiful, though hidden in the heart of the people ; 
he must knov4 how to speak from the soul and to the 
soul of the people. Thus only can he become the 
people’s poet and live on in the grateful recollection 
of his people, as Wilhelm Miiller has lived and will 
live. What public school is there in Germany where 
his “ Little Hydriot ” and the “ Bell-founding at 
Breslau ” are not known, what festive gathering takes 
place where his songs are not sung 1 

‘ “ On the wings of song ” his poems have flown far 
beyond the frontiers of the German fatherland, to 
England and even to America. You know that the 
Americans are going to celebrate the Jubilee of the 
Discovery of America in 1493. The Germans in 
America also mean to celebrate their own Jubilee, 
namely, the bi-centenary of the first planting of 
a German colony on American soiL I had die honour 
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of being invited as a guest, and why ? Was it because 
I had published the Rig-veda ? No ; allow me to quote 
thg^ w yt;^B of the invitation, which I received only 
a few days ago: “ Should time or circumstances pre¬ 
vent you from honouring our Jubilee with your 
presence, we still hope that you will be with us in 
spirit, for the spirit of your immortal father, as it 
breathes in his hearty songs, has followed the Germans 
to every part of America, and will be with us at our 
Jubilee also. Our chief object is to encourage the 
Gennans to hold together, in order to bo better able 
to keep up our German language in America.” 

‘ But a poet must not only be a singer, ho must be 
a thinker also, nay he must bo a scholar. He cannot 
do justice to the thoughts of the present unless ho has 
himself thought the thoughts of the past. Wilhelm 
&luller was a scholar in the best sense of the word, his 
spirit was quickened and warmed by the spirit of 
classical antiquity. How well he knew ancient Greece 
he has shown in his “ Homerische Vorsohule ” ; how 
well he loved the newly-risen Greece ho has proved 
by his “ Greek Songs.” In Italy also he was perfectly 
at home, familiar as well with the ancient as with the 
modem Rome, its men and its women. And he had 
mastered not only the modem literature of Greece and 
Italy, but likewise, as be has proved in many learned 
essays, the literature of Spain, of France and England, 
and all this in a abort life of thirty-three years, with 
the scanty means of a German student, and tlie small 
opportunities that a small town, like Dessau, could 
offer. 

‘ And yet Wilhelm Miiller was not a mere bookworm. 
He lived not for his stucRes only, or for his poetry: 



422 


BIOOBAPHIOAL ESSAYS. 


he lived for his friends and for his people. Like the 
best of his contemporaries, he also was ready to sacri¬ 
fice his life for his fatherland. I remembe r_^i;eadiDg 
in a volume of his notes taken* in the lectures*^ 
Berlin: “ To-day Boeckh stops lecturing—to-morrow 
we march to Paris.” And he marched to Paris, and 
lived to see the fall of the French conqueror and 
tyrant. But afterwards followed the dark years ol 
which every German patriot said, “ they do not 
please me,” the years when, as KUckert wrote, “ every¬ 
thing was taken away from the people, except their 
harp.” And that harp has kept the people awake, it 
has said and sung, “ What is, what ought to be the 
German’s fatherland 1 ” And what the harp has said 
and sung, the sword has at lost dared and done, and 
we have again a Germany, united, strong, respected, 
nay feared. 

‘ But with all his enthusiasm for a great and united 
Gei*many, his heart beat warmly for his own smaller 
fatherland also. My friend, the Privy Councillor 
Hosaeus, has already quoted the words in which 
Wilhelm Muller has so happily expressed his love ol 
Anhalt: 

*' Es ist daa kleinRte V»terl»ii(I der grossten Li«be nicht zn klein, 

Je eng«r u dioh ringa umichling^, je niiher wlrda dem Herxen min.' 

'It would have been a misfortune for Germany, if in 
its political reorganisation it had lost its smaller states. 
It would be easy to show, 1 believe, that the smaller 
states have done more for the greatness of German; 
in science and art than the great states. May the; 
continue as centres of light and life for the whole ol 
Germany, proud, like Anhalt, of their past, proud, like 
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Anhalt, of their ancient reigning family, proud, like 
Anhalt, of their i)oet8. 

• An^ jpow as soon as our deputations, some old pupils 
^rfXVuhelm Muller, my son. my son-in-law, and other 
friends shall have deposited their wreaths at the foot 
of the monument, I call upon all here present to sing 
the Anhalt-song, composed by our friend Appel.’ 

At the banquet, the first toast was that of ‘ The Duke 
of Anhalt,’ proposed by the Prime Minister, His Excel¬ 
lency von Krosigk. Then followed the toast of ‘ Pro¬ 
fessor Max Miiller,’ proposed by Professor Gerlach. 

Professor Max Muller replied :— 

‘Ladies and Gentlemen, 

‘ How shall I thank you for all the kindness 
and love which you have shown me during these days 
dedicated to the memory of my father ? How slmll 
I thank the last speaker for the undeserved praise 
which he has bestowed on me, as the son of my 
father ? 

‘And yet I should know very well what I ought to 
say, and how I ought to express my gratitude, for 
through the whole of my life I have again and again 
had to do the same thing, that is, to thank roy friends 
for the kindness which they have shown to me for the 
sake of my father, and not for any merit of my own. 
I may weU say that the old saying has proved true in 
my that the “ blessing of the fathers builds 

houses for their children.” My path through life has 
often been pretty hard, but from my earliest youth 
I have found friends who took mo by the hand, who 
helped me by word and deed, and why 1 Because 
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they had known my father, or because they had learned 
to ^mire and to love the works of his mind and the 
words of his heai't. Allow me to refer to a few casm 
only which return to my memory. • After all, itis'tne 
best gratitude to remember and not to forget; grateful 
in Sanskrit is kr^tapna, and that means simply 
knowing or remembering (ffna) what has been done 
for us (krzta). 

‘ While I was still at school at Dessau, I well re¬ 
member some delightful private lessons which I re¬ 
ceived from a young master. Dr. Hdnicke. When 
I was going to pay my debt to him, he said, “No, 
I was your father’s pupil, I accept no payment from 
you: come to me as long as you like." I know this 
made a lasting impression on my young heart, and 
not very long ago, when I looked through my old 
collection of autographs, I was pleased to find a page 
which ray teacher had written for me : 

“Fortes creantnr fortibus et bonis, 

£st in jnvencis, est in equts patrum 
Virtue, neo imbeUem feroces 
Pmgenerant aquilae columbam. 

Dootrina sed vim promovet insitam 
Reotique ouUna pectora roboraat, 

Utcunque defecere mores, 

Indeoorant bene uata culpae.” 

1 was so young at that time that I could hardly 
construe these lines of Horace. I have never seen 
Dr. Hdnicke again. He died very young. But he 
was an excellent teacher, and his generous sympathy 
has remained deeply impressed on my memory. 

‘ When after some years 1 went to the University of 
Leipsig, Gottfried Hermann, the great Greek scholar, 
reomved me with open arms. “ You are the son of 
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Wilhelm Muller,” he said; he may have meant, not 
of Otfried Muller, with whom he was never on the 
. ^st terms. He put me in the way of gaining 
some scholarships,'! became a member of his Seminary, 
and I owe to him many things that have proved useful 
to me in after-life. Like all respectable students of 
that time, I also had the misfortune of passing some 
time in prison. I had worn the black-red-golden 
riband; I had joined in Arndt’s song, “ What is the 
German’s fatherland,” and I was looked upon in 
consequence as a highly dangerous person, though 
I was only eighteen years of age and knew next to 
nothing of politics. I belonged to the poetical youth 
of Germany: we dreamt even then, perhaps somewhat 
prematurely, of what in our later years has at last 
become a reality. The worst part of it was that 
I was punished by the loss of my scholarships. But 
I went to Hermann, then Dean of t^e Faculty, and 
told him of all my misfortunes. Ho embraced me, 
and said: “Your name is Mliller, there ai’e many 
Mullers, and I do not know which of them has been 
sent to prison; keep your scholarship I ” You see 
how the name of MUller, which has really ceased to 
be a name, a norfien quo noecimur, may sometimes 
prove useful when one does not wish to be known. 
But the kindness of heart shown to me by the old 
professor, who was a truly liberal man, has never 
been forgotten by me. 

* Afterwards I went from the University of Leipzig 
to that of Berlin. 1 wished to read Persian with 
Professor RUckert, the great German poet. RUckert 
alwaya advertised his lectures, but he did not like 
lecturing. He had a general dispensation for the 
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summer, but even during the winter term he generally 
petitioned for leave of absence, so that the Minister 
of Education asked him at last, “ But, dear Prg ^^ssor. 
when do you wish to lecture?” When I came to bim 
to attend his Persian lectures, he was at first very 
unwilling. “Why do you want to study Persian?” 
he said, “ you should study Arabic first.” I told him 
that I had been studying Arabic under Professor 
Fleischer for a year; in fact 1 did not let him off, 
and, whether he liked it or not, he had to read the 
Qulistkn with me and two friends of mine, for it is 
a rule in every German university, that trea faciunt 
collegium. One day when I brought him a metrical 
translation of a Sanskrit elegy, the Meghadfita, he 
asked me who 1 was, and when I told him that 1 was 
the son of the poet Wilhelm Miiller, his face lighted 
up and he said; “Your father once saved my life. 
We were travelling, two poor poets, through Italy. 
We had to sleep in miserable inns, and had to suffer 
much from vermin of all kinds. A fine morning we 
came near a lake and settled to have a bath. We 
jumped in, but the lake was deeper than I thought. 
I could not swim, and was sinking. Your fisher 
swam towards me and brought me to shore. I then 
wrote my first epic poem in the style of Camoens, 
and called it * The Lousiad.’ ” The poem was never 
published and is probably lost, but if it should ever 
turn op, what 1 have said here may prove a useful 
hint to future students of BUokert. After this, 
BUokert's lectures beoame more and more lively and 
exciting. His knowledge of Oriental literature was 
very great, but he was not very fond of communicating 
his knowledge. As he had learned everything by 
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himself, he thought it wae better for others also to 
do the same. Perhaps he was right. The best 
grof^sors are those who know how to excite our 
apatite, not those who feed and cram their pupils 
till they lose all a'^petite. 

‘ And thus life went on, though it became more and 
moi-e serious, more and more difficult. I was working 
at an edition of the Rig-veda. I had copied and 
collated MSS. at Paris and in London, but my 
supplies had come to an end, and I was on the point 
of returning to Germany before having finished my 
collations, and beginning my academic career in the 
University of Berlin. I went to the Prussian 
Legation to have my passport visd. Bunsen was 
Prussian Minister then, and he too had known my 
father in Rome, when he was secretary to Niebuhr. 
Bunsen’s idea was then to go to Benares with Mr. 
Astor, in order to see whether there really existed 
such a book as the Rig-veda. He received mo most 
warmly, as the son of his departed friend, and as the 
young man who was destined to carry out what he 
himself had not been allowed to carry out. “ I see 
myself young in you once more,” he said; ‘stay in 
England, finish here what is necessary for your work; 
I advance you whatever money you will want, and I 
know you will pay it back by-and-by.” Yes, 1 have 
repaid it, but 1 could never repay his kindness. That 
has remained in my memory, never to be forgotten, 
like so many other acts of kindness which I have 
received from my fathers friends. 

* There is one more recollection which comes back 
to my mind just now, of a different kind, but very 
pleasant too. I was paying a visit to Jenny find. 
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She sang Schubert’s composition of my father’s poem, 
“ Withered Flowers.” It was difficult to keep back 
one’s tears, and I told her when thanking hej^h^ 
I was the son of the poet. “ What 1 ” she cried, ‘’you 
are the son of Wilhelm Muller! Now sit down,” and 
then she went to the pianoforte, and sang the best 
songs of the “ Schone MUllerin ” from beginning to 
end. It was a perfect tragedy, and what she expressed 
with her voice, her eyes, and some slight movements 
of head and hands, was more than the greatest actress 
could have represented on the stage. 

‘ Well, Ladies and Gentlemen, you see, in thanking 
you to-day I can only say again what I have so often 
said before. I thank you from my heart for the 
sympathy you have shown me to-day for my father's 
sake, and it shall be my endeavour in the future, as it 
has been during the whole past of my life, to show 
myself not unworthy of that sympathy, and of my 
father’s name. 'l thank you with all my heart.’ 



SHORT MEMORIAL NOTICES. 


I. 

BISHOP PATTESON. 

(Died 1871.) 

4N appeal from the Secretary of the Society for 
-IX the Propagation of the Gospel has appeared in 
the newspapers, inviting subscriptions for a memo¬ 
rial of Bishop Patteson. The subscriptions were 
intended to supply a new ship for missionary purposes, 
and to build a church in the Norfolk'Islands. I saw 
the advertisement by accident. Many of my friends 
never knew of it till I told them. No list of sub¬ 
scribers has as yet been published. I have waited 
from day to day, and from week to week in the hope 
that some one better qualified for such a task would 
speak; but I cannot any longer repress a feeling of 
regret that this memorial should not from the first 
have assumed a broader and truly national character. 
Surely there are men who, with the deepest eloquence 
of the heart, could have told every man, and woman, 
and child, what England has lost % the death of that 
true-hearted son of hers—Bishop Patteson. His death 
was a national loss, it may become a national gain 
and blessing. As a national loss it found its place by 
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right in the Queen’s Speech; as a national gain it 
should be marked by a truly national thanksgiving 
or thankofFering. 

Fatteson -was an Eton boy: let the boys of EtoiT 
show how they loved him, and lovn him still. 

Fatteson was an Oxford man: let the men of Oxford 
show that they were proud of him, and are proud of 
him still. 

Fatteson belonged to Balliol and Merton: let these 
Colleges show that they feel the honour which his 
name will ever reflect on them. 

Fatteson belonged to the Established Church: let 
bishops and curates show their gratitude for one who 
has added a new English name to the noble Army of 
Martyrs. 

But Fatteson belonged, in his whole character, by 
his heart and his mind, in his life and his death, to 
England; let England show that she knows how 
to honour her sons who have honoured her and raised 
her high in the eyes of the whole world. 

Fatteson himself, no doubt, would have said that 
he had simply done his duty, and that England pos¬ 
sessed hundreds and thousands of men who would 
have lived his life and died his death. It may be so ; 
but it is not right for us to say so. True, Fatteson was 
not a man who struck his friends as exceptional, and 
as marked out for an historical career. When I knew 
him at Oxford he was a hale, honest-looking, hard¬ 
working young fellow; always among the flirst, yet 
never envied; full of enthudasm, yet never obtrusive; 
a man of strong conviotions, of strict and even narrow 
views, yet nevei* impatient, never overbearing, nevor 
uncharitable. I saw him last at Dresden in 1853, 
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reveUihg in the treasures of ancient Italian art. 
working hard at Hebrew, Arabic, and German, and 
deliglhting in all that the best minds of modem Europe 
Could supply in literature, science, and art. I then 
thought I saw in him the future accomplished Dean or 
Bishop. But when 1 heard of him next, his letters 
were dated Longitude and Latitude, from some un¬ 
known island in the Pacific Ocean. There he has 
been and has worked ever since, determined from the 
first never to return to England, however strong the 
ties that bound him to those he left behind. His 
life had become a devoted life, devoted to one great 
object—the laying the foundations of a Christian 
future among the races of the Melanesian Islands. 

Yet, devoted as he was to his work in that new 
world, he did not become estranged from the literary 
and scientific interests of his old home. His corre¬ 
spondence with me was chiefly on philological subjects. 
He had a genius for It^nguages, and felf a deep interest 
in the great problems connected with the Science of 
Langitage. His library will be found well supplied 
with the best books on compamtive philology. Even 
Sanskrit grammars he asked to have sent to him, 
because he felt that a knowledge of that ancient 
language was essential to every true scholar. Every 
one of his letters deserves to be published, and I shall 
give here a few extracts. 

In 1857 he writes:—‘ In almost all cases the natives 
are Mendly; where they are not well disposed, it is 
owing to some outrage previously committed upon 
them by some whaling or trading vessel. We two 
(he and Uie Bishop of New Zealand) have been among 
large parties of them, stark naked, armed with clubs, 
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bovys, and arrows, with perfect security. They are 
most docile, gentle, loveable fellows.’ 

In 1866 he writes:—‘All that I can do is to learn 
many dialects of a given archipelago, presen?* their " 
existing varieties, and so work back to the original 
language. This to some extent has been done in the 
Banks Group, and in the eastern part of the Solomon 
Islands. But directly I get so far as this I am recalled 
to the practical necessity of using my knowledge of 
the several dialects rather to make known God’s truth 
to the heathen than to inform the “ literati ” of the 
process of “ dialectic variation.” Do not mistake me, 
my dear friend, or suspect me of silly sentimentalism. 
But you can easily understand what it is to feel, “God 
has given to me, and to me only of all Christian men, 
the power of speaking to this or that nation; and, 
moreover, this is the work He has sent me to do.” 
Often, I do not deny, I should perhaps like the other 
better. It is vbry pleasant to shirk my evening class, 
and to spend the time with Sir W. Martin, discussing 
some point of Melanesian philology. But then my 
dear lads have lost two hours of Christian instruction, 
and that won’t do. 

‘The last season I have had some three or four 
months, during which I determined I must refuse to 
take so much English work, &c. I sat and growled 
in my den, and, of course, rather vexed people, and 
perhaps (for which I should be most heartily grieved) 
my dear good friend and leader, the Bishop of New 
Zealand. But I studc to my work. 1 wrote about 
a dosen Papers of Phrases in as many dialects, to show 
the mode of expressing in those dialects what we 
express by adverbs, prepositions, &o. It is, of course. 
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the difficult part of a language (unwritten), for a 
stranger to find out. I also printed three (and I have 
three ^ore nearly finished in MS.) vocabularies of 
about 6co words, with a true native scholion on each 
word. The mere writing (for much was written twice 
over) took a long time. And there is this gained by 
these vocabularies for our practical purposes. These 
are^—with more exceptions, it is true, than I intended— 
the words which crop up most readily in a Melanesian 
mind. Much time I have wasted, and would fain save 
others from wasting, in trying to force a Melanesian 
mind into a given direction into which it ought, as 
I supposed, to have travelled easily enough, but which, 
nevertheless, it refused to follow. 

‘What is perhaps of consequence is to bo able to 
show that the languages of the whole Pacific, though 
I know but little of the Eastern dialects, prove the 
same mode of thought to prevail everywhere. I am 
satisfied, if there could be found a ntan to do it, it 
might be proved that all the languages of the Pacific 
belong to the same family, so as to oblige a candid 
man to acknowledge that it is so. I care little com¬ 
paratively for identity of words, and somehow in my 
limited field I do not quite see why so much importance 
should be given to the identity of numerals as you 
think right. . . . But the grammatical structure of 
these dialects, where none but a very close observer 
of many dialects can detect any similarity in the 
words, is invariably indicative of a real affinity.’ 

Such was the man! No doubt, but for his death, 
he might have passed away a hardworking, merito¬ 
rious, but almost unknown missionary. There are 
many great and good men—it may be, as great and 

von. II. r f 



434 


BIOaBAFHIOAL ESSAYS. 


good as he was—who pass away unnoticed by the 
world. But that is the very reason why we should 
be ready to recognise and honour the man wh^ him¬ 
self looked for no recognition and no honour, but 
who, as by a terrible flash of lightning, was suddenly 
revealed to us by his death in all his grandeur and 
human majesty. It is well that we should know what 
stuff there may be unknown to us in the men whom 
we meet in common life, doing their allotted work 
steadily and quietly, but carrying in their breasts 
those lion hearts which neither ambition nor love of 
ease, neither danger nor death, can force one inch 
from the narrow path of duty. 

To have known such a man is one of life’s greatest 
blessings. In his life of purity, unselfishness, devotion 
to man, a faith in a higher world, those who have 
eyes to see may read the best, the most real Imitatio 
Christi. In his death, following so closely on his 
prayer for forgiveness for his enemies—‘for they 
know not what they do’—we have witnessed once 
more a truly Christ-like death. 

As we look back into the distant past, when there 
was as yet no Rome, no Athens, when Germany had 
not yet been discovered, when Britain was but a 
fabulous island, nay, when the soil of Europe had not 
yet been trodden by the harbingers of the Aryan 
race, may we not look forward, too, into the distant 
future, when those ‘ Black Islands ’ of the Pacific shall 
have been changed into bright and happy isles, with 
busy harbours, villages, and towns? In that distant 
future, depend upon it, the name of Patteson will live 
in every oottaj^, in every school and church of 
Melanesia, not as the name of a fabulous saint or 
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martyr, but as the never-to-be-forgotten name of 
a good, a brave. God-fearing, and God-loving man. 
His b^es will not work childish miracles, but his 
spirit will work signs and wonders by revealing even 
among the lowest of* Melanesian savages the indelible 
God-like stamp of human nature, and by upholding 
among future generations a true fsith in God founded* 
on a true faith in man. 

To have carried but one small stone to the cairn 
which is to commemorate this great and holy life 
should be a satisfaction to all who knew Patteson, 
a duty to all who have heai'd the name of the first 
Bishop of Melanesia. 


II. 

BARTHOLD GEORG NIEBUHR. 

(Died 1831.) 

O NE hundred years ago, on August 37, 1776, 
B. G. Niebuhr, the historian of Rome, was bom 
at Copenhagen,' the son of Carsten Niebuhr, the 
famous Eastern traveUer. Forty-five years have 
passed since his death, on January 2, 1831, sixty-five 
since the first appearance of his ‘Roman History.’ 
Few only are left of those who knew him personally 
and intimately. Brandis, Bunsen, Savigny, Twesten 
were the last who could speak and write of him as 
they had known and watched him during some of 
the mint critical periods of his life. In anticipation 
of the hundredth anniversary of his birthday, the 
only one of NiebuhFs intimate friends who is siiU 
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alive, Professor Classen, of Kiel, has given us, not, 
indeed, a biography, but a short survey of Niebuhr’s 
life, with such details as were known to hi\(} from 
his personal intercourse with him, particularly during 
the years 1827-1831, when Classen lived in his house 
as tutor to his son Marcus. This interesting volume, 
entitled ‘ Barthold Georg Niebuhr, Eine Gedachtniss- 
schrift zu seinem hundertjabrigen Geburtstage, den 
27. August, 1876,’ published at Gotha, appears very 
opportunely. We possess, indeed, a very full account 
of the principal events of Niebuhr’s life, with lai^e 
extracts from his correspondence, in the three volumes 
of ‘ Lebensnachrichten,’ published by his sister-in-law, 
Frau Dora Hensler, and translated into English by 
Miss S. Winkworth. But a real biography of the 
great scholar is still wanting, and wo are glad to 
hear that such a work is now in preparation, and 
entrusted to the competent hands of Professor Nissen. 
In the meantituo many of Niebuhr’s admirers will 
read with deep interest the pages which Professor 
Classen has devoted to his memory. Though they 
are fragments only, they cover the whole of Niebuhr’s 
life. They give us an explanation of several events 
in his political career whi^ had been misrepresented, 
and required explanation, and they throw a new light 
on certain sides of his character which his friends 
had hitherto treated with unnecessary reticence. 
After an introduction which reproduces some articles 
written immediately after Niebuhr’s death by Pro¬ 
fessor Classen, and published at the time in the 
AUgemeine Preusaiache Staatazeitung, we have a 
chapter on his childhood and youth extending to 
Easter, 1794. Professor Classen dwells on the fact 
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that, though bom in Denmark, Niebuhr by both his 
parents was of thorough German descent. He might 
have added that at the beginning of our century there 
existed hardly any feeling of national difference or 
antagonism between Danes and Germans, and that 
Germany certainly owes, if not the blood, at all events 
the education of some of her greatest men at that 
time to Denmark. Next follows a chapter on Nie¬ 
buhr’s years of study and travel in Kiel, Copenhagen, 
London, and Edinburgh, from 1794 to 1799. After 
this we come to the time of his official employment 
in the Danish service, i8oo to 1806, which is followed 
by the most eventful period of his life spent in the 
service of the King of Prussia. This period is sub¬ 
divided, so that we read first an account of his official 
career from 1806 to 1810, chiefly devoted to financial 
matters, and afterwai'ds a description of his return to 
office as Prussian Minister at Romo, 18^6-1821. The 
interval between 1810 and 1814, when ho was em¬ 
ployed as Professor at Berlin, and the years from 
1825 to 1830 which ho spent as Professor at Bonn, 
are treated together, and followed by another chapter 
on his work and influence in the University of Bonn 
to his death, in 1831. 

Niebuhr’s name is known as widely, wo believe, in 
England as in Germany—nay, there was a time when 
his ‘ Roman History ’ attracted more general attention 
among English scholars than in bis own country. 
His work had* the rare fortune of being introduced 
to the English public by Thirlwall and Julius Hare, 
of being recommended by Arnold, of being carefully 
criticised by Sir C. Lewis, and of being made a text¬ 
book at Oxford and Cambridge during the last 
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generation by some of the most active and influential 
tutors. In Germany, Niebuhr’s name has never en¬ 
joyed a very wide popularity, and the stud^ of his 
Roman history has always been^ confined to a small 
number of scholars only. Niebuhr’s spirit, however, 
has certainly been most active in Germany among 
the select circle of real students of history, and we 
can watch its working to the present day. Niebuhr’s 
principles of historical criticism, his method of his¬ 
torical research, his views on the joint treatment 
of history, customs, and law, have been adopted by 
all historians of note. According to Professor Clas¬ 
sen, no one who has followed in Niebuhr’s footsteps 
as an historian of Rome has done so with a more 
profound understanding of his spilrit than Schwegler, 
in his ‘ Rdmische Geschichte,’ 1867. Both by the 
accuracy and the extent of his knowledge, and 
by the carefulness and sobriety of his judgment, 
Schwegler, he thinks, was pre-eminently qualified to 
bring Niebuhr’s arduous task to a successful end, 
if a sudden death had not cut short his brilliant career. 
Niebuhr’s work has no doubt been severely criticised 
by others, and many weak points hIPve been dis¬ 
covered, more particularly in the linguistic and ethno¬ 
logical portions. But even those who have criticised 
Niebuhr’s Roman history were clearly under the in¬ 
fluence of his spirit, and Schwegler has truly sidd. 
that his work not only forms the focus of all that 
had been done before, but is at the ‘same time the 
true starting-point and the only safe foundation of 
all later researches into Roman history. 

What wiU probably at the present moment interest 
people most in Professor Classen’s book is the account 
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of Niebuhr’s views on the ecclesiastical policy of 
Prussia in its relation to the Roman Curia. After 
the annexation of the Rhenish Provinces, which were 
mostly Roman Catholic, a better defined motius 
vivendi between the Prussian Government and the 
Pope was felt to be a necessity, and Niebuhr was 
selected as the fittest person to arrange the questions 
then pending between the Protestant King and the 
Papal See. They chiefly related to the election of 
Bishops, in which the Royal veto was to bo reserved, 
and to educational institutions, particularly those 
which were intended for the Roman Catholic clergy. 
They were, indeed, the same questions which have 
turned up again, in our own more stormy times, and 
which for the moment seem to defy every solution, 
while fifty years ago, when Prussia was more yielding 
and the Roman Curia less exacting, it was hoped that 
a lasting harmony had been established between the 
Roman Catholic clergy in Prussia an® their so-called 
heretical King. The Pope at that time was Pius VII, 
not Pius IX, and his adviser Cardinal Consalvi, not 
Cardinal Antonelli. There were German Bishops 
then who d^kred to warn the Pope against the dangers 
which an opposition to the national instincts of the 
German people, even of the Roman Catholic clei^Qr 
in Germany, might rouse. The idcta of a national 
German Church was at that time warmly supported 
by an influential party among the Roman Catholics, 
headed by the Vicar General of the Bishopric of 
Constance, J. H. von Wesenberg. Some of the Sooth 
German Governments entertained similar hopes, and 
placed their views on the subject beforO the Pope, 
while Niebuhr was left at Rome for a long time 
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withoat defisite instructions from his temporising 
Government. Niebuhr himself was incredulous as to 
the success of this movement. He says :— a 

‘ They dream of making a new reform of the 
Church, simply because they -vfrish for a change. 
They do not see that such undertakings cannot 
succeed unless the hearts are stirring, as they were 
in Luthei's time. They themselves feel nothing in 
their own hearts, and no one can have his feelings 
aroused by what is merely a new regulation of purely 
external matters. They may be instruments of good, 
but their way is as wrong as Luther’s was right.’ 

During his prolonged stay at Kome, Niebuhr enter¬ 
tained the most kindly and almost reverential feelings 
for the Pope and his Court. He evidently thought the 
whole system of the Roman Church doomed, and saw, 
as we do in a dying man, the good sides rather than 
the bad. ‘ The harmlessness,’ he says, ‘ of the Roman 
Church in the'nineteenth century can only go on 
increasing till it comes to its end, which, in the 
changes that threaten Europe, is inevitable.’ In his 
transactions, however, with Pope Pius VII and Car¬ 
dinal Consalvi, Niebuhr was very detei-mined. II 
me faisait suer, as the Cardinal said. The arrange¬ 
ments based on mutual concession were approved in 
18a I both by the Pope and the Prussian GovemmOTit, 
and Hardenberg, the then Prime Minister of Prussia, 
came himself to Rome, after the Congress of Laybacb, 
to conclude the peace between Rome and Berlin. 
Ranke, one of the few persons who has had access 
to the Prussian archives of that period, writes:— 

‘ The Roman Court consented to reduce the dioceses, 
as proposed by the Prussian Government, and to 
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abolish some of the old episcopal Sees. . On the other 
hand, we do not find on the Pruasian side those 
harassing conditions which keep up mutual distrust. 
The proceedings were of a grander character, as becomes 
the importance and*dignity of the Prussian State.’ 

Niebuhr, though full of faith in Pope Pius VII, was 
not blind to the dangers lurking in the future. ‘ The 
Pope is weak,*he says,* and his death will be a calamity, 
for there is every reason to suppose that they will 
elect a bigoted and obstinate successor.’ This was in 
1822. In 1826 he writes :— 

‘It requires much historical experience and resig¬ 
nation to remain quiet if one sees what is passing 
before our eyes. The influence of arch-clerical and 
altogether Jesuitical Roman Catholics, particularly in 
matters concerning national education, is deplorable. 
I might, perhaps, bring on a crisis if I wished, but 
the result is too doubtful. The matter is more 
dangerous than the favours bestowed*here in Prussia 
on the aristocratic nobility. This may produce mis¬ 
chief for a generation, but cannot be permanent. In 
France, where the political volcano seems to be 
extinct, the priests collect new inflammable material.’ 

It is a pity that more could not have been published 
of Niebuhr’s official correspondence touching these 
matters. Though a strenuous defender of the autho¬ 
rity of the State, and fully convinced that education 
in order to be efficient must be national, and in order 
to be national most be unsectarian, he was, neverthe¬ 
less, inclined to grant to the Roman Catholic clergy 
a certain amount of independence in the management 
of their educational institutions, particularly their 
clerical seminaries. He knew perfectly well the 
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mischief that was done in these seminaries, and how 
easily they might be converted into hotbeds of dis¬ 
satisfaction, anti-national intrigue, and even treachery; 
but he also knew that the best part of the Roman 
Catholic subjects of Prussia was -proof against those 
Ultramontane influences, and that the evil elements 
which exist, and always will exist, in an ambitious 
priesthood would do less harm if left to assume the 
offensive than if driven into a defensive position and 
suiTOunded by a halo of martyrdom. Most touching 
are Niebuhr’s expressions with regard to his own 
religious opinions. The conflict between the convic¬ 
tions of the historian and the aspirations of the Chris¬ 
tian continues during the whole of his life. It wa.s 
certainly not the fear of personal consequences which 
kept him from openly expressing his opinions as to 
the historical value of the Old and New Testaments, 
nor was it a mere acquiescence in established customs 
which made him so anxious to secure for his son 
a strictly religious education. He was convinced of 
the essential truths of Christianity, and on this con¬ 
viction rested the whole conduct of his life—in every 
sense, a ti-uly Christian life. But he was too honest 
towards himself to allow himself to use unmeaning 
words and phrases, or the formulas of what he knew 
to be in many cases an inreligious orthodoxy. He 
recognised in the Protestant as in the Roman Catholic 
Churches the same seeds of Christian truth, but he 
found no satisfaction in either for the deepest wants 
of his soul. Thus he writes in i8ia to Professor 
Vater:— 

‘ I frequently ask myself. What is to happen ? In 
Roman Catholic countries the clergy is dying out; 
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very soon no one will have the power or the will to 
take orders. We Protestants have names and for- 
mulasf and with them a dark foreboding that all is 
not right. Everybody is uncomfortable ; we feel like 
ghosts in brosid daylight. However, I am not afraid. 
We shall become more true and more pure when all 
who do not from their heart belong to one of the many 
communities that will arise, are separated. I would 
not pull down the dead Church, but if it were to fall 
I should not be frightened. Let us trust that a Com¬ 
forter can come, a new light, when we least expect it. 
The travails of our time will lead us on to truth, if 
we only have the will.’ 

In 1817, after he had gained an insight into the 
rebgious life of Italy, he writes:— 

‘ I understand even less how our religious than how 
our civil conditions will be bettered, unless there 
comes a new revelation. A religion on which people 
cannot stand firm with then* feet, but to which they 
cling with their hands, hanging in the air, cannot be 
long maintained.’ 

When Harms and his friends tried to introduce 
a more rigorous system in the Protestant Church, 
Niebuhr expressed himself as follows in a letter dated 
March 7, 1818:— 

‘ I quite agree with Harms in his indignation against 
a Christianity which is no Christianity—nay, even in 
his personal invectives i^ainst many of our theolo¬ 
gians ; but I hold it to be an error if he attempts to 
restrict true Christianity to the symbolical books, and 
if he opposes the union of Protestant communities. 
Every one who knows the history of the Church 
knows that, during the first centuries at least, there 
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were no systematic theories of atonement, original sin, 
grace,’ &c. 

And again:— 

‘ There are in the symbolical books the doctrines of 
literal inspiration, and the connection between the 
Old and New Testaments, which can never be rein¬ 
stated. And how much more is there in them of 
what the primitive Church knew nothing I ’ 

Let us see now how the same Niebuhr spoke and 
acted when, with all these difficulties in his mind, 
he had to face the problem of the education of his 
children. He writes :— 

‘ I wish ardently that my son should become pious 
from the very heart. I myself cannot impart to him 
that pious disposition, but I can and I shall support 
the clergyman. His heart shall be lifted up to God, 
as soon as he is capable of feeling after God, and his 
childlike feelings shall find utterances in prayers and 
saci'ed songs. Much of what in our age has become 
obsolete shall be to him a necessity and a law.’ 

And again:— 

‘ I know and feel perfectly what is wanting in me, 
but what I myself cannot give to the child I do not 
omit because I do not recognise its value, but simply 
because one cannot impart that as something living 
which one does not realise oneself. As far as I can, 
1 shall try to lay in his mind the foundation of 
a living and historical faith in the Supernatural in 
its most simple and most positive form. ... 1 know 
what faith is; if it deserves that name, I recognise it 
as the highest good. But I could only gain it by 
a miracle—by an actual experience of signs and 
wonders.’ 
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At an earlier period of his life, in the letter to Pro¬ 
fessor Vater, cited above, he explains what is here 
meant^y a want of faith:— 

‘ It was only in mature age, and in the prosecution 
of my historical studies, that I returned to our Sacred 
Books. I read them then with a purely critical pur¬ 
pose, in order to study their contents as the evidence 
of one of the most impoitant events in the history of 
the world. That was not a state of mind in which what 
is called faith could grow up; it was the position 
assumed by modern Protestantism. I did not require 
the ‘ Wolfenbiittel Fragments ’ to perceive the varia¬ 
tions in the Gospels,and to recognise the impossibility 
of tracing critically a tenable history of the life of 
Christ. Nor could I see prophecies in the Messianic 
passages of the Old Testament, for all these passages 
admitted of the simplest explanation.’ 

With all his honest doubt, Niebuhr was able to say, 

‘ I want nothing but the God of the Bible, who is to 
me heart to heart. I have often said I can do nothing 
with a metaphysical God.’ And Professor Classen, 
who, as tutor to his son during the last yeai'S of his 
life, possessed his full confidence in those matters, 
adds:— 

‘ Niebuhr, to the end of his life, remained true to 
this faitb in a personal God, by whose hand every 
moment of our life is ruled. In his historical lectures 
he frequently gave expression to that faith in a Divine 
Providence which dwelt in his soul, and on it he 
grounded bis hopes for tibe future.’ 

This was the state of mind with regard to religious 
problems of one of the greatest scholars and histo¬ 
rians whom Gmmany produced. No one could 
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call it a satisfactory state of mind, for, in spite of the 
truthfulness of Niebuhr’s character, he shows a want 
of clearness and precision which surprises u^ in a 
character otherwise so determined. -What is the faith 
the loss of Which Niebuhr mourns'for himself? Not 
a real faith in that which can be grasped by faith 
only, and not by sight—that living faith penetrated 
the whole of his being,—but simply that literal, and 
frequently not even literal, interpretation of the Old 
and New Testaments which he himself knew to be 
erroneous, and which, nevertheless, he wished to see 
implanted in his son’s mind. In this respect Niebuhr 
simply reflects the ordinary light of his time—nay, if 
we may judge by what we know at present of his 
religious and theological opinions, we should say that 
he was behind, rather than in advance of his time. 


III. 

FRIEDRICH WILHELM RITSCHL 

(Died 1877.) 

T he University of Leipzig has lost its greatest 
ornament and one of its most powerful supports 
through the death of Ritsohl, the editor of ‘ Plautus,’ 
as he is called all over the world, but, in reality, tlie 
founder of a new era in Latin scholarship. He died 
on November 9, in his seventy-first year, having been 
bom on April 6, 1806. For several years he 
been an invalid in body, not in mind, and he fought 
so bravely against his bodily ailments, that even at 
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the begiiming of the present winter term, he advertised 
his lectures, wishing to die, like a true soldier, not 
in the fhospital, but on the battle-field. A sudden 
attack on the lungs finished his laborious life, and 
his funeral drew together a large number of classical 
scholars, mostly his own pupils, who now fill nearly 
all the chairs in the principal Universities of Germany 
and Switzerland. At his grave, Professor Lange spoke 
in the name of the University; Professor Ribbeck, 
of Heidelberg, in the name of his numerous pupils, 
with a depth and warmth of feeling which moved 
all who were present. 

Kitschl, after receiving an excellent school educa¬ 
tion, went in 1825 to Leipzig to study philology, 
under Gottfried Hermann. From 1826-1827 be con¬ 
tinued his studies at Halle, chiefly under Reisig, 
whose disciple he may be called rather than that of 
Gottfried Hermann. After Reisig’s death he became 
a privat-docent at Halle, was advancofi to a professor¬ 
ship in 1832, and a year later caUed to Breslau, to 
become the successor to Passow, of Greek lexicon 
celebrity. The years 1836 and 1837 nmrk a decisive 
period in his life and labours. He was enabled to 
spend them in the libraries of Italy, of Belgium, 
Holland, and France, and he collected there the 
materials for his future work, the history of the 
Latin language. That work has never been finished, 
but it remained his ideal through life, and in nearly 
all his publications we may recognise the stones for 
a building which is now left to be finished by others. 
Much of RHschl’s time was given tot his professorial 
duties, and, if we consider bow, during the whole 
of his life, he lectured, ^w he taught in his 8 emma^ 
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rium and ih his Philological Society, * bow he per¬ 
formed the duties of an examiner, ho AT he arranged 
museums and edited journals, we rather wondfer that 
he could have finished so much than that he should 
have left something unfinished.* His* professorial 
activity divides itself into two periods—the first from 
1839 to 1865, when he was Professor at j6onn ; the 
second from 1865 tp 1876, 'when be was Professor 
at Leipzig. Both Universities became, while he was 
thpre,^ the Ireal nur^eiie^ of classical scholarsfifip. in 
Qerm&ny. , ^y the attraction which he exercised, 
the number of classical studWts rose both at Bonn 
and at Leipzig tc^ a height never reached l»fore; 
and his departure from Bonn in 1865 was felt as 
a misfqrtune from which that University has not yet 
recovered. It is most intesrestihg to, observe • the 
patriarchial position which a great professor occupies 
in a German University. It is quitfe trne that Ritschl 
cquld not db ifiuch more in his public lectures tiian 
other distinguished professors, nor did he consider the 
hundreds who attended his publie lectdres as his 
pupils butj sipaply as his hearers. Mis real pupils 
Were those who gained access to'haa' j’>Philological 
“ Society,’ or to his SeviiTiarium, wh(»e ^|dies he 
■personally directed, who worked ^or him. and with 
him both during ' the University career and after¬ 
wards, who contributed to his jqijirnal, Who fought 
his bat^ls, tvho formed, ip feat,^ jhlv s^oi^ H, on 
hig. side, l^te^l* felt, bound .to So %U he $ould for his 
y^ap|le, in. reobmmendin;^ theidi' to the ^G&vanai^t 
' foi^ ^l^eral" support hi thwr Hterary uow^kmga, 
in t^iging their ol^ms |q appointments hd iChoohr 
as^dhsiversities, he ^oold e|:poct from them in tom 
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a certaip recognition of his well-earned' authority. 
He thus becafKe the founder and leader of a great and 
influential school. As early as 1864, when he hail 
been lectdring for twenty-five yeai’s, he was presented 
by forty-three of his fornier pupils with a volume 
of ‘ Symbols. Philologbrum Bonnensium in honorem 
F. RitsChelii collecta/ containing valuable contribu¬ 
tions in every brancK of scholarahip. At Leipzig 
the best essays of the members of his ‘ Philological 
Society ’ were pdblisBed in the ‘ Acta Societatis 
Philologicae lipsiensis,’ of which six volumes are 
before us, from 1871 to 1876. Supported by-such 
an army, Ritschl was a dangerous antagonist, and 
in his literary warfare not always inclini^d to for- 
l>earance and generosity. 

Ritschl’s greatest merit was the introduction of 
an historical metiiod into the study of Latin. Not 
what Latin was at the time of Cicero, but how Latin 
became what itk was, formed the object of- his study. 
Hence his, patient investigations of the latiguagc as 
preserved to us in ancient inscriptions; hence his 
careful coUectipn of every variety i^ spelling, in 
grammatical’fomai in syntactical arrangement. Much 
as he valued Plautus and his comedies as an element 
in the early literary life of Romo, his chief interest 
in the Roman coflaic poet centred in his language 
and his metres, though he did not flatter Jiimsolf 
that he oOflld r^lc^ the text of Plautus aa|Jt came, 
originally frgm hia hand,-he spent months ^over the 
collaj^ji blithe Ambrosian palimpsest at Milan an^’^of 
the vatip[i£i MSS. of Plhntus in order to r^tore 
trace bf ancient Latin that migl^ have escaped^'t^* 
uncritical hands of Romfui cJHis ‘ Pareiipt 

von. II. a g 
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Plautina atque Terentiana,’ 1845, formed an intro¬ 
duction to his edition of the comedies, ‘ T. M. Plauti 
Comoediae,’ 1878; while his many contributions to 
the ‘ Bheinische Museum ’ prepaid the way for his 
magnificent work, ‘ Priscae Latinitatis Monuments 
Epigraphica,’ containing more than 100 most carefully 
executed copies of the most important inscriptions 
of ancient Rome. These were his two great works. 
The number of his smaller contributions to classical 
scholarship makes it impossible to mention them 
here, but the thirty-two volumes of the ‘Rheinische 
Museum’ will show how much the industry of one 
man can achieve, if it is inspired by real genius 
and guided by a true method. 

Though Ritschl has formed so large a number 
of highly-distinguished pupils, not only scholars by 
profession, but also such men as the old Catholic 
Bishop Reinkens, the University of Leipzig will find 
it difiicult to fill the gap which he has left. It was 
due to the vigilance and quick decision of Falkenstein, 
then Minister of Instruction in Saxony, that Ritschl, 
who had quarrelled with the Prussian authorities at 
Bonn, was at once secured for Leipzig. The rise of 
Leipzig to its present pro.sperity (it counts 3,090 
students) dates from the time when Ritschl was 
called there. The present Minister of Insti'uction 
will have a most aitluous task in selecting from the 
numerous candidates whose names suggest themselves 
one really worthy to be the successor of Ritschl. 
A mistake might prove fatal to the prestige of Leipzig, 
which, though it counts among its professors some 
of the best names in Germany, must not forget that 
it is hard preyed in the race by other universiries. 
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Ritachl was one of the eight foreign members 
of the Jmstitut de Fi'ance, and member of most of the 
great academies in Ewope. 


IV. 

HERMANN BROCKHAUS. 

(Died 1877.) 

Univereity of Leipzig had hardly recovered 
-L from the blow it had i*eceivcd by the death of 
Kitfichl when it had to mourn a new loss in the 
death of the gieat Sanskrit scholar Professor H. 
Brockhaus. Brockhaus had reached the age of seventy- 
one, having been born at Amsterdam in 1806. Ho 
was a son of F. A. Brockhaus, the founder of the 
great publishing firm at Leipzig. While his two 
brothel's cari'ied on the business, ho devoted himself 
to an academic career. He was an Oriental scholar 
in the old sense of the word, devoting his attention, 
not to one language only, but acquiring a familiarity 
with the principal languages and literature of the East. 
He studied Hebrew, Arabic and Persian, and though 
^^ianskrit became afterwards his a-picialiti, he was able 
to lecture at the same time on Pali, Zend, and even 
on Chinese. He was likewise well versed in modem 
languages and general literature, being, in fact, not 
only a scholar by profession, but a highly cultivated 
gentleman, refined in bis tastes, courteous in his 
hearing, and free from all self-assertion and rudeness 
in his intercourse with other scholars. 

og 2 
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He had few enemies, and many friends, not only in 
Germany, but in France and hhigland also. Many 
will remember his venerable head, and kiiWly ex¬ 
pression, when in 1874, at the International Congress 
of Orientalists in London, he was* pointed out by the 
President of the Aryan Section as his old master, and 
loudly cheered by the large assembly of Oriental 
scholars. 

His most important work was the editio princepn of 
the Kath^-sarit-sfigara, lit. ‘ The Ocean of the Rivers 
of Tales,’ the largo collection of Sanskrit stories made 
by Soma Deva in the twelfth century A. D. By this 
publication he gave the first impetus to a really 
scientific study of the origin and spreading of popular 
tales, and enabled Professor Benfev and others to 
trace the great bulk of eastern and western stories to 
an Indian, and more especially to a Buddhistic source. 
Though tlie collection by Soma Deva'is late, it pre¬ 
supposes earlibr collections, some of which exist in 
Sanskrit, while one ascribed to the sixth century, and 
written in PaislU;i, a Prftkrit or popular dialect— 
lit. the dialect of devils—has lately been discovered 
in India by Dr. BUhler. 

It is curious to observe the sometimes liteml 
^n^denoes between the stories told in Sanskrit 
vel^ by Soma Deva in the twelfth century, and 
thi^ADekhan Tales ’ lately published by Miss Frero, 
wmcdl^ she collected from the mouth of her Indian 
Nurse. Among Professor Brockhaus’s other publica¬ 
tions we can only mention his edition of the curious 
philosophical play, the Prabodha-A»ndrodaya, ''Die 
Rise of the Moon of Intelligence,* his critietd edition 
of the * Songs of Hafiz,* and bis publication in Latin 
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letters of the ‘Zend-Avesta.’ Since 1841 Brockhaus 
has been active as Professor of Sanskrit at Leipzig, 
and there his success as a teacher has been most 
surprising. Wheit he began to lecture, now thirty- 
si.K years ago, Sanskrit was still considered as a 
luxury, and the number of his pupils was seldom 
more than three, sometimes less. But times have 
changed, and of late years his lectures on Sanskrit 
grammar at Leipzig were regularly attended by some 
lifty students, who, without wishing to master all 
the intricacies of the language, learnt at least so 
much as would enable them to use Sanskrit inde¬ 
pendently for the purposes of cemparativo philology. 
-Much of that success was duo, no doubt, to the 
influence of Professor Curtius, who instead of warn¬ 
ing his classical students against the charms of San¬ 
skrit, as was the custom among classical Professors 
in other Universities, insisted on their acquiring at 
least the elements of Sanskrit grammar. Leipzig, 
at present the best philological school in Germany, 
owes much of its great reputation to the combined 
labours of those two Professors, Brockhaus and Curtius, 
and it is to be hoped that the University may be as 
fortunate in selecting among the rising Shmskrit 
scholars as worthy a successor of Brockhaus, aS| If 
report speaks true, it has been in finding a classical 
scholar worthy to continue the great traditioitt of 
Gottfried Hermann and Friedrich Ritschl. 



454 


BIOOBAPHTCAIi BSSATS. 


V. 

ANTON SCHIEjPifER. 

(Died 1878.) 

T he last number, which we have just received, of 
the Milangea Aaiatiques, containing extracts 
from the Bulletin of the Imperial Academy of 
St. Petersburg, possesses a mournful interest. We 
shall probably have seen in it for the last time the 
name of a laborious contributor, Anton Schiefner, 
a member of the Imperial Academy, and for many 
years its valued librarian. Schiefner’s name is but 
little known outside the small circle of Oriental 
scholars, and he has not left any single work that 
could be called a worthy memorial of his vast acquire¬ 
ments. But few men have worked so hard, few 
men have aotbd as pioneers in so many unknown 
languages and literatures as Anton Schiefner. His 
life is soon told. He was bom at Reval in 1817, 
studied law at St. Petersburg, went to Berlin in 1842. 
where he acquired a taste for philological and Oriental 
studies; and after having been employed for a time as 
master in a public school at St. Petersburg, he was 
elected a member and librarian of the St. Petersburg 
Academy, a post which he held until his death. 
Whatever work there was to be done at the Academy 
which no other member was able or willing to do, 
seems to have fallen to Schiefner’s lot. At a time 
when the languages of tire Caucasus and its neigh¬ 
bourhood had a special interest in the eyes of the 
Russian Government, Schiefner published grammsycal 



ANTON SOHIEFNER. 


45S 


treatises on the following dialects:—On the Thushian, 
on the Awarian, on the Udian, on the Abchasian, on 
the Tsc^etschenzian, and on the Kasikamykian. When 
the great Northern traveller, Castr&n, died, before 
having had time td publish his ooliections, Schiefner 
not only edited his * Northern Travels and Researches,' 
but prepared and published the following gram¬ 
mars :—Ostiakian. Samoyedian, Tungusian, Buriatian, 
Koibalian and Karagassian, Jenisei-Ostiakian and 
Kottian. In addition to these grammatical labours 
he translated into German verse the Finnish epic 
poem Kalevala, 1852, and the heroic songs of the 
Minussinian Tatars, 1859. And yet while doing all 
this more or less official work his heart was fixed else¬ 
where, on the language of Tibet and the immense 
literature of Buddhism prescn'ed in that language. 
He it was who most successfully continued the noble 
work begun by Csoma Kordsi, and brought to light 
treasure after treasure from the lich inine which had 
been opened for the first time by that truly heroic 
Hungarian scholar. It was chiefly in the columns of 
the Mdlangea Aaiatiques that Schiefner published his 
translations from the Tibetan canon, and the last 
number contains no less than three contributions 
from his pen, all of real value—one, an account of 
a curious Tibetan manuscript, which he had copied at 
the India Office library; another, an article on a collec¬ 
tion of Buddhist verses, something like the Dbarma- 
pada, with the announcement that he had discovered 
in Uie Kandjur the long-looked-for Nmthem version 
of that important handbook of Buddhist eUuos. A 
third article gives a continuation of Buddhist stories, 
translated from the Tibetan canon, the Kandjur, many 
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of them supplying the original or, at all events, a ver 
primitive version of stories and fables which, chiefl, 
through the influence of Buddhist priests and ihissioa 
aries, have made the round of the whole world. We 
shall give as a small specimen of what Schiefner has 
brought to light from the canonical books of the 
Buddhists two stories, both in the spirit of the storj 
of Solomon’s judgment—thepne in a more rudimentary, 
the other in a more developed form. 

‘ A man took off his boots and left them on the 
shore before he went to bathe in the river. While he 
was bathing another man came, took the boots, tied 
them round his neck, and plunged into the water 
When the first had bathed, he went on shore anc 
looked everywhere for his boots. “ What are yr 
looking for 1 said the man in the water. “ My booth 
he replied. “ Where are your boots t ” the other said, 
“ If you have any, you should tie them round your 
neck before yoti go into the water as I have done.” 
Then the first said, “ But the boots you have round 
your neck are my boots.” Soon a fight arose, and 
they went before the King. The King commanded 
his Ministers to settle their dispiite, but after sittin- 
in judgment the whole day, they went home tired i 
the evening and could not settle anything. The 
a clever woman, Visftkh^ by name, when she heard of 
the lawsuit, said, “ What is the use of examining and' 
cross-examining 1 Say to one man, * Take this boot,’ 
and to the other, * Take that boot.’ Then Che real 
owner will say, 'Why should my pair of boots be 
divided ? * But the tMef will say, ‘ Whi^ shall I do 
with one bootl ’ ” The King followed her advice ana 
the thief was discovered.’ 
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. The next story approaches more closely to the 
Judgment of Solomon, and as the matter in dispute 
^is settled without the cruel order of the King to cut 
the child in two, i^e Buddhist may even claim a certain 
advantage over the Semitic story. 'A householder 
had married a wife, and when their marriage remained 
childless he married a second. When the second wife 
became the mother of a son, she was afraid that the 
first wife would hate and injure the child, and, out of 
love for her son, she agreed -with her husband that the 
first wife should be the reputed mother of the boy. 
After a time the husband died, and as the house 
belonged to the son, the two wives began to quarrel, 

I which of them should live in the house with her son. 
.^t last they went before the King. The King com¬ 
panded his Ministers to settle the dispute, with the 
. usual result that the judges could make nothing of it. - 
Then the clever woman, Vi«&kh&, came in and said, 
“ What is the use of examining and*cros8-cxaminidg 
these women ? Tell them that we do not know who 
the real mother b, and that they must settle it for 
, themselves. Let both lay hold of the boy and pull 
him with all their might, and whoever can pull 
liardest shall have the boy and the house.'* When 
^4>he tussle \>egan, the child, being pulled very hard, 
"began to cry. 'Then the true mother let him go, and 
said, “ Anyhow, if he is not torn to pieces and killed, 
1 shall sometimes be able to see him." But the other 
woman tore him away with violence. Then the 
violent woman was beaten with a rod and the true 
mother was allowed to carry off her child.’ 
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VI. 

THEODOR BENFEY. 

(Died i88i,) 

I N Theodor Benfey we have loefc one of the great 
Sanskrit scholars of our times, and if one looks 
at his works and at the peimanent results which they 
represent, one feels tempted to ask. Has there ever 
been a single scholar in Europe who since the dis¬ 
covery of Sanskrit has more advanced our knowledge 
of the language and literature of ancient India than 
Benfey ? There is not much to record of his life. He 
was born in 1809, and was, as his name shows, of 
Jewish descent. He was educated at the Gymnasium 
of Gottingen, studied at the Universities of Gottingen 
and Munich, and was appointed professor at Gottingen 
in 1834, where he has been working and lecturing till 
his death. It would be impossible to give a complete 
list of his literai-y labours, particularly as some of his 
smaller contributions in the Oottinger Gelehrte Anzei- 
gen often represent work which in other hands would 
have assumed the proportion of volumes. Many of 
these, we hope, wil* now be rescued from their hiding- 
places and published in a permanent and accessible 
form His first opus was the ‘ Griechlsches Wurzel- 
lexicon,* 1839-1843. To the younger generation of 
comparative philologists that work may chiefiy be 
known by the frequent criticisms which it has evoked 
in later times, nor can there be any doubt that the 

* This hM done in two volanMo, ' Kloinere Sehriftea Ton 
Theodor 1890 and 189*. 
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oomparatiTe stady of Greek has since advanced so 
rapidly as to leave to that work of Benfey an 
historical interest only. Still, whoever will examine 
its pages will be sorprised to see of how many 
now widely>acoe^led tibeories and etymologies Benfey 
was really the first author. In no science does the 
claim of the first discoverer seem to be so little re¬ 
garded as in comparative philology. It is impossible, 
of course, or, at least, extremely troublesome, to find 
out who was the first to say that viginti, ctKoirt, and 
Sanskrit vimsati are the same word, or to remember 
who first placed that comparison on a sound, scientific 
basis. Hence there arises quickly a great mass of 
what is considered common property—nay, what is 
afterwards often put down to the account of the last 
scholar who quotes it. How often do we find the 
names of Fick, Cnrtius, and Corssen where by right 
the names of Bopp, Pott, or Benfey ought to stand 1 
Benfey himself rejoiced in that kind o^iraporsonal fame, 
and on a few extreme occasions only, when, not only 
his own discoveries were ascribed to oUiers, but be 
himself was blamed for not holding his own views, did 
he lose patience and set himself right with posterity. 
To the early period in Benfey’s career belongs like¬ 
wise his elaborate article on India in * Ersch und 
Gruber’s Encydopaedie,’ which like tiie ‘ Wurzel- 
lexicon ’ is now to a great extent antiquated, but con¬ 
tains, nevertheless, many things qtuie Tneminum iu- 
vabU. Later in life Benfey was one of the first to 
contribute to that revival of Sanskrit philology which 
began with the study of the Vedas. In 1848 he 
published his text, translatioD, and glowmry of the 
S&ma-veda, and be also gave at that early time a com- 
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plete translation of the first book of the Rig-veda. 
He then stopped for a while, chiefiy because l^e saw 
that no real progress could be made in Vedic studies 
before the text of the Rig-veda, and, above all, before 
SAya-na’s complete commentary on " the Rig-veda had 
been published. In the meantime he devoted himself 
to the publication of several Sanskrit grammars, in 
which he showed a mastery of PAnini, very unusual 
at that time. He also published a Sanskrit Chresto- 
raathy, a dictionary, and other useful works. But 
suddenly he surprised the world by a discovery in 
a totally new line of research—namely, by his 
‘ Pantschatantra,’ in which he established on a safe 
basis, not only the Indian origin of European fables, 
but what was even more important, the Buddhist 
origin of Indian fables. This was a work which alone 
would have placed its author in the front rank of 
European scholars. With Benfey it represented but 
one out of many victories in a life-long campaign. 
We cannot dwell on all his works, on his contribu¬ 
tions to the knowledge of Zend, his scholarlike edition 
of the Cuneiform Inscriptions, and many more. But, 
as another truly monumental work his * History of the 
Science of Language and Oriental Philology in Ger¬ 
many ' (1869) has to be mentioned, showing what can 
be achieved by the genius and industry of««ne man, 
if only he has a purpose in life and possesses the un¬ 
selfish devotion of the scholar. The concluding years 
of his life were consecrated again to Vedic studies, 
which he resumed with all the ardour of youth and 
the expmience of the veteran generaL The results of 
these were published firom year to year in the ‘ Trans¬ 
actions of the Royal Gottingen Society * and elsewhere. 
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In order to give an idea of the miuutonosa of his 
studies, it may be mentioned Uiat his treatises on the 
single'question of the prolongation of vowels in Uu* 
Rig-veda occupy more than 400 pages quarto. This 
may seem an excess, if there can be an excess in 
accuracy, but it show’s, at all events, w’hat wo might 
have expected from his long-promised Vedic grammar. 
Unless the materials for that work, which ho has been 
collecting and sifting for years, have been worked up 
by himself, it is extremely doubtful whether any living 
scholar will bo able to take up the tangled threads 
and finish the design on the scale on which Renfey 
conceived it. 

W'^e ought not to conclude this notice wiUiout pay¬ 
ing a well-deserved tribute to the high character 
which Benfcy, os a man, has always borne among 
Oriental scholars. Through life he seemed to car*’ 
for nothing but work—true and honest work. The 
career of a scholar is free, no doubt, from many of the 
ordinary temptations of life, yet character tells hero 
too, and often even more than learning. Through bis 
long literary career, which has not been free from the 
inevitable controversies of the scientific world, not 
a word has ever been breathed against Benfey's inde¬ 
pendence, justice, straightforwardness and truthful¬ 
ness. He never belonged to any set. Ho seldom 
praised and he seldom blamed; but, for that very 
reason, his praise was praise indeed, and his blame 
blame inde^. Science to him was a sacred thing, 
where no personal interests were allowed to intrude. 
Even in his more animated controversies he always 
treated his opponents with respect, while he would 
have resented the cheap praises of his friends or 
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pupils as an insolfc. lu this respect, too, he will 
long be missed, for the mere presence of an upright 
mau awes and scares away mere triflers and pre¬ 
tenders. 


VIL 

ADALBERT KUHN. 

(Died 1881). 

I N Adalbert Kuhn, who died at Berlin last month, 
Germany has lost another of the few remaining 
scholars, who may be said to have assisted in laying 
the foundations of the two new sciences of Compara¬ 
tive Philology and Comparative Mytholc^y. He was 
a pupil of Bopp, and soon became his friend and 
fellow-worker. Being a classical scholar, and by 
profession a Master, and for many years Head-master 
at one of the public schools in ^rlin, he exercised 
great influence in gaining a hearing for Bopp's teaching 
among Oi'eek and Latin scholars at a time when 
‘anything comparative’ was still treated with ridicule 
and contempt. He was one of the first to show with 
how great advantage the method inaugurated by the 
Science of Language could be introduced into the first 
elementary teaching of Greek and Latin, and hq lived 
long enough to witness a complete revolution in that 
respect, the old grammars being everywhere replaced 
by new ones, like that of Curtius, and every classical 
scholar being examined in the very subjects which 
many of the contemporaries of B<^p and Grimm had 
at first derided. 

Professor Kuhn himself was iu>t a voluminous 
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writer, but whi^ he kae written end publiahed hm» 
produced m great effiiett and aome his small, but 
carefuOy considered, essays have told and will con* 
tinue to tell when many a large volume of his 
contemporaries shall have been forgotten. From the 
very first Kuhn’s labours were not confined to mere 
comparisons of words, to phonetic rules and etymolo¬ 
gical niceties. He cared for things rather than for 
words, and all his etymologies had one object only, to 
discover behind ancient words some of the ancient 
thoughts of mankind, and more particularly of the 
Aryan speakers. Thus he was one of the first who 
utilised Uie words shared in common by Hindus, 
Persians, Greeks, Romans, Germans, Celts, and Slaves 
as historical evidence for the earliest civilisation of the 
Aryas before their separation. Similar attempts bad 
be^ made by Colebrooke (see Chips, Vol. II, p- 499), 
and by Crawford also for the Polynesian family of 
speech, but Kuhn's paper 'Zur altesten Geschichte 
der Indo-germanisohen Volker ’ (1845) was quite origi¬ 
nal, and opened a path which has afterwards been 
followed with great success by Grimm and others. 
Comparative Philology, as Grimm said, bad to shake 
the 1 ^ of Ancient History, and it has certainly done 
so, though that bed has not always been a bed of 
roses. It was Kuhn also who fiirst pointed out the 
great importance of Vedic as compared with later 
Sanskrit. Little only of the Veda was accessible at 
his time, but the hidden treasures which he pointed 
out in the language and poetry of the Vedic RIshis 
formed the most powerful stimulus f<n’ others to 
devote their life to the editing of the complete texts 
and the native commentaries of the Big-Veda, the 
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S&ina-V.eda, and the Atharv^-Veda. 

As time :^ent bn his attention became more and more 
coneeutjl^^ on the great problem of mythology, and 
while Studying its most ancient formations in the Veda, 
in Greece, in Italy and Germany, h^ devoted much of 
his free time tQ the collecting of folk-lore from the 
mouth of bid men and old women in various parts of 
Germany, ‘ Markische Forschungen’ (1841),* Markische 
Sagen und Mahrchen’ (1843), ‘ Norddeutsche Sagen, 
Mahrchen und Gebrauche’ (1848), ‘Sagen, Gebrauche 
und Mahrchen aus Westfalen’ (1859). In collecting 
this detritus of mythological loro he was one of the 
_ few who wove thoroughly conscientious and careful. 
Nothing was added, nothing omitted, nothing was 
done* to polish or beautify the old popular heirlooms. 
We knfw how great this temptation is, and how 
many eiftlm^t collectors have more or loss succumbed 
to it. Bu^Wth Kuhn folk-lore was something sacred, 
and he wo|ild.a^littlo have thought of taking libei*ties 
with it as with the text of the Vedas. 

Kuhn, as a pupil of Grimm, looked upon popular 
stories, on Mahrchen and Legenden, as repi-esenting 
the last stage of ancient mythology. As dialects were 
in the eyes of Grimm moditications and corruptions 
of an antecedent classical speech, folk-lore also was 
to him and his pupils the detritus only of more 
ancient mythology, and to bo traced back, wherever 
possible, to that more ancient stratum. As we have 
learned to distinguish between primary and secondary 
dialects, and have had in many cases to recognise 
dialectic forms as more primitive than their cor¬ 
responding classical forms, we can no longer doubt 
that certain popular stories also, though known to us 
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in, * modem fo||ii , 4 liljr, hM wk indefwndebi 
exUienoe ky the aide.^ of other p^^Iar idc^e, and 
that not every hero ;of popular bndition must" be 
a corruption of a morl ancient mythological hero or 
god. If he can be shown to be so, if his oharaoter 
can be explained aa^ aVmodification of a well-known 
mythological oharaoter, whether god or hero, nothing 
can be better; but here too, as in the growth of 
language, the ^ebeneinander has as much right as 
the Nacheinander, and we need no longer bo afraid 
of using traditions, known to us in their most recent 
form only, as throwing light on the very earliest 
growth of mythology, custom and religion. All that 
is wanted is that there should be no tampering with 
the folk-lore of the present day, and that it should 
be written down conscientiously, not as ma,|kish it 
to be, but as it actually is. 

Some of Kuhn’s identifications of tb8*l£smes of 
mythological personalities in India, Greece, fialy, and 
Germany have been found fault with, l>ccauso they 
seem to offend against the phonetic rules which 
regulate the changes of words in these Aryan lan¬ 
guages. But we must not expect what wo have 
no right to expect in proper names. The phonetic 
changes which regulate the phonetic structure' of the 
Aryan languages are no doubt most astounding in 
their never-failing stringency, but if they apply with 
unbroken regularity to nouns and verbs, they certainly 
do not so with regard to proper names. Mythological 
names fall under the same category as proper names. 
They are therefore from the be^nning local and 
exposed to the peculiarities of local dialects, and they 
ate handed down with less restraint than the general 
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body of a language. Pott in his work on ‘ Personal 
Names ’ (1859), has strongly dwelt on this point We 
have seen, he writes, p. 12 a, that proper names have 
sometimes their tail, sometimes even their head bitten 
off, which language would never haVe allowed itself to 
do, if personal names, like meaningless interjections, 
had not been liable to be treated with very extensive 
licence. To say therefore that the Sanskrit S &r am ey a 
could not be identified with 'EpfieCas and 'Epfifji, be¬ 
cause it ought to be 'Ep«fx«fas, is certainly being 
righteous over much, or, in other words, unscientific. 
No phonetic rule will account for OHG. Rihhart being 
changed into Dick, or of Maria into Polly. These 
are no doubt extreme cases, and we have no right 
to appeal to them; but as a general rule it ought 
to be known that proper names, and, in consequence, 
mythologies names, cannot and must not be treated 
like ordinary appellatives ; otherwise we should soon 
be told .that Agni cannot be ignis, or Nis nox, or 
Vritra Orthros, or Varuna Uranos, and that thei'e is 
no consanguinity between Uikas and Aurora, between 
Ahand and Athene. 

Another argument that has been used against the 
explanation which Kuhn and I myself have given of 
the same mythological characters is that while I dis¬ 
cover in many mytlis the background of the regular 
diurnal changes of the sky, Kuhn sees in the same 
a refiection of thunder, lightning and storm-clouds. 
But this difiiculty also is becoming less and less 
startling, when we x>eroeive how the same actors are 
concerned in the meteoric and in the diurnal changes 
of nature. The same god of the sky who seems to 
rescue the sun from the night, delivers also the light 
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from the clouds th&t were hiding it during a thunder¬ 
storm. ^ The rain that is poured down from the cloud, 
is poured down from the sky also, and the dark 
demon of the tliunder-cloud, who is struck down by 
the Ughtnings of the god of the sky, is spoken of in 
much the same language as the dark demon of the 
night who is defeated every day by the rays of the 
sun. This S3rncretism was almost inevitalde in 
ancient mythology, because not only might diflerent 
phenomena bo ascribed to the same agency, but the 
same phenomenon might be tracc<i back to different 
agencies. The light of the dawn, the noonday splen¬ 
dour, nay, even the lunar brightness of the night, 
might all be referred to the god of the sky, while the 
fertilising rain might be called the gift of the clouds, 
or of the sky, nay. very often of the moon also, 
and of the night. This is only the same pnjccss 
which under a more general name I <lefine<l as 
Potyonjfmy and Humonyniy,U:rm» which were a^lopted 
by Kuhn also in his later writings. It was in these 
later contributions that Kuhn pointed out how every 
stage in the social and political development of man¬ 
kind has its own peculiar mythological character, and 
how, for instance, the change between day and night 
receives various expressions according to the prevail¬ 
ing occupation of the [>eople, as hunters, breeders of 
cattle, or tillers of the soil who speak of it in their own 
mythological language. His ‘ Herabkunft dcs Feuers,’ 
much as it has been criticised, forms still the most 
useful preparation for an independent study of Com¬ 
parative Mythology, Imt no one would be more ready 
to admit its shortromings than Kuhn himself. In all 
his writings he shows himself the very pattern of 

H h 2 
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a scholar—careful, conscientious, caring for truth and 
nothing else, always open to conviction, never ^unkind 
or offensive to those from whom he differs. During 
the twenty-five years that he acted as editor of the 
‘Zeitschrift liir Vergleichendo Sprlichforschung,’ that 
journal was never tainted by partisanship. It was 
open to all who could work as scholars and write as 
gentlemen, who could respect truth and yet make 
allowance for difference of opinion. 

It was due to him and to Curtius that Comparative 
Philology made its way into the schools and univer¬ 
sities of Germany, and it will maintain its place in the 
scheme of liberal education so long as scholara do not 
lose sight of the high aims which such men as Eopp, 
Grimm, Humboldt, Curtius, Kuhn and others always 
had in view. 


VIII. 


JOHN MUIR. 

(CUd 188-2.} 

S anskrit scholarship has suffered a real loss 
through the death of John Muir, which was 
announced in the Times of Thursday. He was one 
of the few Indian civil servants who took advantage 
of the splendid opportunities supplied by a long resi¬ 
dence in India for cultivating a study of the ancient 
language and literature, the religion and antiquities of 
that country. While employed on active service there, 
between 1828 and 1853, he did not find much time to 
publish and to distinguish himself as a Sanskrit 
scholar, but he devoted his leisure, such as it was, 
chiefly to the encouragement of missionary labours. 
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In 18.50 he published *A Short Life of the Apostle 
Paul, wjth a Summary of Christian doctrine, in San¬ 
skrit Verse,’ after the model of Dr. Mill’s well-known 
‘ History of Christ ’—‘ The Christa-Sangita.’ This was 
followed, in 1H.52, 'by his ‘Examination of Religious,’ 
or ‘ Mata-parikshA.,’ again in Sanskrit verso, contain¬ 
ing in the first part a consideration of the Hindot^ 
iSastras, and in the second part (published in 18.54) 
exposition of the evidences of Christianity for Hindus. 
Li the preface ho refers to a similar work published 
by him as early as 1840. While engaged in tluw' 
more or less controversial labours ho was one of the 
firet to perceive and point out the necessity of a know¬ 
ledge of the Vedas for a right understanding of the 
religious development of India, and while still in India 
ho offered a prize for the first edition of the U»xt of 
the Rig-Veda and its commentary by StlyauachArya. 
After his return to Englantl, in 18.55, finding himself 
in possession of ample leisure and of a larger income 
than he required for his mo<lost wants, he liecame Imth 
a patron and an active contributor to Sanskrit scholar¬ 
ship. He began by offering some prizes for essays on 
Indian philosophy and religion, still chiefly with a view 
to help in the conversion of the Hindus to Christianity. 
After a time, however, his views on religion seemed 
to undergo a considerable change, and his name might 
often have been seen of late among the advocates of 
freedom of thought both in Scotland and elsewhere. 
He was one of the many writers to whom, not without 
some reason, the anonymous work ‘ Supernatural Reli¬ 
gion ’ was at first ascribed. His own studies, how¬ 
ever, became more and more concentrated on the 
Vedas, and in his five volumes, 'Original Sanskrit 
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Testa on the Origin and Histoiy of the People of 
India, their Beligion and Institutions,’ he showed what 
esoellent and truly useful work might be done by 
simply collecting, classifying, and translating impor¬ 
tant passages iVom the published texts of the ancient 
literature of India. Though his labours were not so 
original as those of Sir William Jones, Colebrooke, 
and Wilson, they were always honest and sound, and 
they will secure to his name an honoured place by the 
side of his more illustrious predecessors. It is chiefly 
due to him that scholars, missionaries, and the public 
at large have gained a more correct view of ancient 
India than could be found in any other works pub¬ 
lished before the revival of Sanskrit studies produced 
by the publication of the literature of the Vedic period ; 
and even if some of his works should in time be super¬ 
seded, they never will be forgotten in the history of 
Sanskrit scholarship. His liberality and real munifi¬ 
cence were well known to all Sanskrit scholars. The 
University of Edinburgh owes to him not only the 
foundation of a Chair of Sanskrit and Comparative 
Philology, but likewise the discriminating selection of 
its first distinguished occupants. Professor Auireoht 
(now at Bonn) and Professor Eggeling. Many stu¬ 
dents and professors of Sanskrit in Germany are 
deeply indebted to his bounty, and will often miss the 
generous hand that supplied their pressing wants or 
assisted in the publication of their works. His absence 
at the late Congress of Orientalists in Berlin was much 
regretted, and tiie frequent and anxious inquiries after 
his health showed how truly loved and honoured he 
was by Oriental scholars in all countries Europe. 

*Vad 'sw d«a —inw JEait gMias gMhwi, 

Dw Ikat 8*ous SoUutn fllr all* ZMMa.* 
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IX, 

PRINCESS ALICE. 

(Died 18<8 ) 

T here has just appeared an important addition 
to what may be called our Royal literature. It 
has been said that during the last generation Royal 
families have not been rich in great men, but Uioy 
have certainly been rich in great women. Among 
the Princesses whose fame has passed beyond the 
walls of the palace. Princess Alice stands high, and, 
taken all in all, stands liighest perhaps among the 
Royal women of this century. Her life and letters 
have lately been published in Germany under the 
title of ‘ Alice, Orossherzogin von Hessen, Princessin 
von Grossbritannien und Irland, Mittheilungen aus 
ihrem Leben und ihren Briefen.’ What Princess Alice 
was to her father and to her mother, what she was 
as a mother, how devotedly she worketl as a nurse 
during the war, how she suffered at the death of her 
child, and how she died from a parting kiss given to 
her dying child, is known more or less in England 
and in Germany. But what she was in herself, how 
she worked, how she read, how she struggled, battling 
with the problems with which we all have to battle, 
fighting the enemies who beset us all—that we may 
now learn, at least to a certain extent, from the book 
imblisbed in Germany, and, it is to be hoped, soon to 
be translated by a competent hand into English. The 
Queen, with hmr noble trust in the noUe instincts of 
her peopb, has again thrown opaa the sacred treasure 
of her sorrows, and allowed large extracts from hm* own 
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and her dftughtec’s lettei's to be inserted in the forth¬ 
coming biography, These letters are, in fact, t|»e real 
jewels of the book; the biographical setting is 
extremely slight. 

It has been said that the epitaph which Frederick 
the Great had engraved on the tomb of the great 
Landgravine of Hessia, ‘ Henrietta Carolina, died 1774, 
eejcti feminu, ingenio vir’ might be placed on the 
monument of Princess Alice. But that is hardly true. 
In her it seemed as if sex was transfigured in the 
pure light of perfect womanliness, while her intellect, 
though brave and manly, was dominated by a love of 
truth which had all the passion of a woman’s love. 
Besides reading the more important books which 
touched on questions which she had at heart, she was 
extremely fond of the society of eminent men, whether 
scholars, philosophers, men of science, or artists. She 
respected them, and was proud to be taken into their 
workshops. ThS,t she preferred to listen to a professor 
rather than to a duke has often been mentioned as one 
of her grave delinquencies. The greatest offence she 
gave was by her kindness to Strauss, who was often 
invited to her palace, and who wrote some of his best 
lectures for her. It is no seci-et now—she herself 
never concealed it—that from a very early time the 
traditional religion in which she had been brought up 
became intolerable to her; and because she could 
no longer believe in a God, half Greek, half Jewish, 
she for some time, as her biographer writes, doubted 
the very existence of God. That was not vulgar 
atheism—^far from it. It was true love of God, a seek¬ 
ing after a higher God, a belief in a true God with 
whom the true believer could be true, true to himself, 
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true to his best convictions, true to his highest sspira* 
tions. , And what she sought for, honestly, patiently, 
faithfully, she found, though it was not pliilosophy 
alone that helped her to find her God, but sorrow also. 
A friend of hers -^^ites:—‘After the death of her son, 
I thought I perceived a difference in her sentiments. 
While formerly she almost openly avowed that she 
doubted the existence of a God, and that she would 
only allow herself to be gui<]ed by phiKmo^diical 
reasons, slie did no longer speak in this way after her 
child’s death. She was silent under the voiceless 
struggle which went on in her heart, and which I 
aftens’ards perceived. It seemed ns if she would not 
confess that a change had taken place in her. Later 
on she confessed to me how that change took place, 
and I could not listen to it without t<!aTs. She ascribed 
it to the death of her child, and to the influence of 
a Scotchman who every morning gave her leK8t)n8 in 
dmwing. “ To that man," she said, “ who exercised so 
beneficial an influence on my religious views, of whom 
people said so many bad things and likewise of my 
relations to him, I owe everj-thing.” I recollect her 
saying to me, “ The whole edifice of philosophical 
conclusions w'hich I had erectc<l for myself has 
dwindled down to nothing. Nothing is loft of it, 
and what would become of us in this life if we had 
not the belief, the conviction that there is a God who 
rules the world, and rules over every one of us? 
I weary for prayer; I love to sing hymns with my 
children, every one of whom has his favourite hymn." ’ 
It must not be supposed that this faithful seeker 
after tenth ever fell back into mere formalism or 
ritualism. Like most honest thinkers, she was richer 
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by what she had lost, because what remained to her 
was the one pearl of great price, of which tho§e only 
can know who have given up for it all they had. It 
is well that people, both men and women, but women 
particularly, should know how the noblest natures pass 
valiantly through those struggles which to many seem 
so full of danger, if not of sin, that they try to hide 
them from the world, nay from themselves. Here 
Princess Alice showed her truly Royal nature. Where 
the danger seemed greatest there she marched forward, 
lion-hearted, trusting in her good cause, nay, trusting 
in God, while denying God. Like Luther at W onus, 
she seemed to oay, ‘Here I stand ; I cannot otherwise, 
God help me. Amen I ’ And, like Luther’s memory, 
her memory, too, will be blessed centuries hence, for 
having ventured to be a true and faithful servant when 
it was so easy to be false and faithless. 

One shrinks from translating her letters which were 
written in English, but which are published here in 
German. We hope they will soon be made accessible 
in England, too, in their original form. We shall 
attempt one passage only, taken from a letter addressed 
to the Queen on May ii, 1868 :— 

*1 always had the conviction which makes me 
serious and thoughtfiil, that no one can know whether, 
with the end of this time, my life also will end. That 
U| one of the i-easons why I yearn so much to see you 
tids summer, my darling mamma, for I cling to you 
with'a love and graUtude the depth of which I find no 
words to express. After an absence of one year, 
I wish BO deeply to have your good dear face once 
more before me, and to press my bps on your dear 
hands. The older I grow the more I prize and value 
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that love of a mother -which stands quite alone in the 
world, and as after dear papa’s death I have you only, 
all my love for my parents and for the memory of my 
ador^ father now centres in you.’ 

It may easily be umlerstood that the selection from 
the letters of the Queen and her daughter had to Ite 
made with the greatest care, so as not to wound the 
feelings of those who arc still alive. But what has 
been given to the world ought to be received with real 
gratitude, if only for showing us what heroic struggles 
are going on under the smooth surface of our society; 


X. 

RICHARD LEPSIUS. 

(IXed 1884.) 

A S we watch a mighty oak, knowing that its time 
has nearly come, and that the next fierce gale 
may uproot it and leave it prostrate, we have for 
several years been anxiously watching Richard 
Lepsius, knowing that his course must soon be run, 
uid that the next severe attack of illness might 
shatter his vigorous frame. The blow has fallen at 
last, and our dear old friend now rests from his 
labours. Could be have wished for a longer life? 
1 doubt it. Could he have wished for a fuller, a mot« 
complete and happier life ? I doubt it too. Lepsius 
was a true prince among scholars; and from his 
earliest youth to his latest manhood he has stood in 
the ^nt of the battle, always pressing forward, 
always gaining new ground, inch by inch and foot 
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by foot, seldom defeated, never disheartened. He 
belonged to the old chivalrous race of German 
scholars, to whom scholarship ws.s a means, not an 
end, who lived for great ideas, and were conscious of 
their high calling to do good work, not for the 
lecture-room only, but for mankind at large. He was 
a student of antiquity, but not a mere antiquarian. 
To him everything old was new, everything new was 
old—a thousand yeara as yesterday; and what he 
strove to discover among the ruins of Egypt, Greece, 
or Italy, in the secret passages of the pyramids, or in 
the hidden foundations of languages and hieroglyphic 
alphabets was not a heap of curiosities, but man, the 
work of man, the mind of man, arid, in the end, the 
solution of the old riddle of man. Such students gi-ow 
scarcer and scarcer, and, with the ever-increasing 
subdivision of labour, they may become extinct 
altogether. There was a time when Oriental scholars 
had first of all to prove themselves classical, then 
Onental scholars. How well I remember Professor 
Fleischer, the Nestor of Orientalists, who is still 
working and teaching in the University of Leipzig' 
as he was forty years ago when I was his unworthy 
pupil, impressing on us the duty of keeping up our 
classical studies, as he had done himself, so that he 
was able to hold his own against Hermann or Haupt, 
besides knowing, as he added smilingly, a little of 
Arabic, Persian, and Turkish. Now, not only is 
Oriental scholarship divorced from classical learning, 
but the name of Oriental scholar has itself become 
a name of the past; and a man, in order to hold his 
own, most confine himself not only to one family of 

> H* di«d 1888. 
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Oriental apeeoh, the Semitic, Aryan, or Turanian (mt 
venia^vetbo), but to one of their branches, say Sanskrit 
or Hebrew, or to one of their dialects, say Pftlt or 
Chaldee. Whether we call it historical growth or, 
in the euphemisAc language of modern philosophy, 
differentiation and evolution, this tendency towards 
subdivision is inevitable and irresistible; and I am 
the last td ignore the advantages which it produces— 
minute accuracy and critical honesty. Yet wo may 
regret the time when there were giants in the lancl, 
men of telescopic as well as microscopic sight, scholars 
like Hermann, Lachmann, Haupt, Bernays, and 
others, who could not only collate MSH. with un¬ 
erring surety, count with never-wcaiying patienctf 
lines, words, and syllables, and weigh rhymes and 
metres with the precision of a chemical balance, but 
who were able at the same time to survey wide areas 
of literature, to grasp broad principles, to frame wide 
concepts, and to start theories whicli led them, like 
Columbus, to the discovery of now worlds. It was 
said of them that they knew something of everything, 
but they also knew everything of something. 

Lepsius bad inherited from the old classical Oriental 
school the true spirit of what used to bo called 
humanitag, wide human sympathy, critical accuracy, 
and historical tact. Bom in 1810 at Naumburg, he 
went to Pforta in 1823, and remained there till 1829. 
Pforta is one of the few public schools in Germany 
where boys live together as at Eton and Harrow, it 
is a school which has kept up most faithfully the 
traditions of mediaeval learning, Greek and Latin 
being the staple of education, Greek amd Latin verse 
its highest aspiration. Whatever we may think of 
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this education, it certainly had its advantages to 
a man who, before all things, wished to become 
a scholar. Well prepared by seven years of ol^ical 
training, young Lepsius in 1839 went to Leipzig and 
Gottingen to study philology; and*it was not till he 
migrated to Berlin that the horizon of his studies 
began to widen, chiefly owing to the influence of 
Bopp, whose lectures on comparative philology, 
derided as they were by mere narrow-minded classical 
scholaia, had an irresistible charm for him and other 
young students. When Lepsius took his degree, he 
showed at once by his Dissertation that he knew how 
best to utilise the principles of comparative philology 
by applying them to the solution of difficult problems 
of classical scholarship. He took for his subject the 
Umbrian inscriptions, and thus laid the foundation 
of what has proved in the end one of the most 
successful achievements of the science of language— 
namely, the deofpherment and grammatical analysis 
of the Eugubian Tables. Those who remember Sir 
George Comewall Lewis's squib, published at Oxford 
in 1863, Inecriptio Antiqua in Agro Bruttio nupei- 
t'eperta, thirty years after Lepsius, thirteen after 
Kirohbofi' and Aufreoht, may easily convince them¬ 
selves how heavy and helpless classical philology is, 
in this and many other departments, without the 
wings of comparative philology. 

It was clear from this first specimen that Lepsius 
was not to be one of those scholars who are satisfied 
with ploughing once more the soil that has been 
ploughed a hundred times before. In 1833 he went 
to Paris to attend lectures and study in libraries and 
museums. In 1834 appeared his treatise ‘ Plalaeo- 
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graphy as an Instrument in the Study of Language/ 
So original and promising were some of the ideas 
propounded by him that the French Institute awarded 
him the Prix Volney in 1834. No doubt these 
prizes of the Frehch Institute are given every year, 
but when they are g^von to a young man of twenty- 
four they are a real distinction. In 1835 another 
essay of his, on ‘ The Arrangement and the Helation- 
ship of the Semitic, Indian, Old-Persian, Old-Egyptiaii, 
and Aethiopic Alphabets,' was njad before the Berlin 
Academy ; and in the same year, while still at Paris, 
ho wrote his paper on ‘ The Origin and Relationship 
of the Numerals in the Indo-Ocrmanic, Semitic, and 
Coptic Languages.’ These papers are now in many 
respects antiquated, but they still repay a careful 
study, if only by warning other scholars against 
making discoveries that have been made long ago. 
Thus Lepsius wrote in 1837, ‘ that all Sanskrit lettcjx 
can be traced back to Semitic originals admits of no 
doubt.’ He propounds in the same pa[>or a curious 
theory with regard to the Aethiopic alpbal>et. He 
shows, first of all, that it is not derive<l from Greek, 
but is purely Semitic. Its vowel system, however, as 
well as its direction from left to right, ho ascribes 
to Indian influences; nay, at the suggestion of Dr. 
Schulz, he explains the Arabic name of the old 
Aethiopic writing—namely, Mtumad—wt a participial 
form of Sind, or India. What distinguishes Lepsius, 
even in his earliest writings, is bis independent judg¬ 
ment, bis ingenuity and originality. One often says, 
in reading his books, ‘ E ben trovato, so non h vero,’ 
and one carries away hints and suggestions which 
often prove more useful even than well-established 
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facts. At the time of bis residence at Paris, Cham- 
poUi^’s star was just rising, but Egyptian studies 
were only in their infancy. lb Germany it was then 
still the fashion to be incredulous about hieroglyphs. 
In England Sir Comewall Lewis protracted the 
ffshionable scepticism about hieroglyphic interpre¬ 
tation to the year i 86 z. Young Lepsius felt attracted 
towa^s these new studies, partly by their immense 
importance for the history of ancient Greek art fand 
civilisation, partly by their very venturesomeness. 
Having acquired the lirst principles of the decipher¬ 
ment of hieroglyphics from Champollion’s works, he 
proceeded from Paris to Italy, which was rich in 

t yptian antiquities. He spent some time with 
sellini at Pisa, and then settled down to steady 
work at Rome. Here he was attracted by Bunsen, 
who did for Lepsius at Rome what he afterwards did 
for me in London—encouraging him, helping him, 
recommending Mm, and at last making him do the 
work which he himself had contemplated, but found 
himself unable to finish owing to his official duties. 
By his Lettre d M. Roeellini mr VAlphabet kUro- 
glypkique (1B37) Lepsius took his position as one of 
the leading Egyptologists of the day, and thus entered 
upon a career which he never left again. But, although 
f^ypt formed the pi'incipal object of his studies, his 
Clascal tastes too found ample food in Italy, as was 
shown by his edition of the InacripHonee Umbrieae 
et Oacaet and by his papers on ‘The Tyrrhenian 
Pelasipans in Etruria’ and on ‘The Spreading of 
the Italian Numismatic System from Skmria.* 

From Italy he came to England, where he spent 
two happy years, from 1838 to 1840, part of tiiem in 
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| )6e inUmaoy with Btinsen, studying at the Igritiah 
useijiD, and shaping plans for future work. At last, 
»wever, his years of preparation came to an end, and 
1M43 we find him established as Professor at 
»rlin. in the meantime he had published some of 
B best-known works—his ‘Selections of the Most 
aportant Documents of Egyptian Antiquity,’ twenty- 
ree tables (1842), and ‘The Book of the Dead,' 
venty-nine tables (likewise in 184a), Then followed 
<^e great expedition to Egypt, projected by Bunsen, 
and carried out at the expense of the King of Prussia, 
Frederick William IV. Lepsius was the leader, and 
he a<»{uitted himself of this most difiioult task with 
perfect succefa Every student of Egyptology knows'* 
the fruits of that expedition, as gathereil partly in 
* The Monuments of Egypt and Aethiopia,’ 9C0 tables 
(1849-59), partly in the monuments themselves col¬ 
lected in the New Egyptian Museum at Berlin. The 
materials which Lepsius thus placetf at the disposal 
of all students inaugurated a new period in the study 
of hien^lyphic literature, and still servo as a mine 
which it will take several generations to utilise and 
exhaust. What Lepsius himself valued most among 
the results of his expedition was the constitution of 
a new chronology of the old, middle, and modem 
empires of E^pt. This he published in his ‘Chrono¬ 
logy of the E^ptians,* one volume (1849). The 
second volume never appeared, but the subject itself 
continued to occupy hb attention to the very last. 
In 1859 he published a paper on ‘Some Points of 
Contact between Egyptian, Greek, and Roman Chron¬ 
ologyand the recent discoveries at Ihiyr-el-Babaree, 
in their important bearing on chronological problems, 
voi~ 11. 1 i 
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exoit(|d bU deepest interest, though he was then 
hardly able to reconsider his former conclusions. 

besides his purely scientific work, Lepsius did 
during the whole of his life a great deal of practical 
work. He was, in fact, an excellexlt man of business, 
and possessed the gift of making others work with 
him and under him. It was no easy task to conduct 
to a successful end an expedition consisting of a large 
number of independent fellow-labourem; and it 
required great organising power to build and arrange 
a museum of Egyptian antiquities such as now 
excites the admii-ation of all Egyptologists who pay 
a visit to Berlin. 

Few people know the trouble which is entailed on 
a 'scholar who has to superintend the drawing, 
cutting, and casting of new types: but, when those 
types are 1,300 hieroglyphs, the undertaking which 
Lepsius brought to a successful issue was indeed 
most laborious.* 

Much time, again, was spent by Lepsius in devising, 
carrying out, and recommending his new system of 
transliteration, applicable to all languages. He had 
to travel from place to place, attending meetings, 
making converts, refuting objections, &c. He several 
times came to London and Paris trying to make 
proselytes; and he certainly succeeded more than 
could have been expected in gaining support for his 
Standard Alphabet both among scholars and mission¬ 
aries. It might have been supposed that my own 
advocacy of another system of transliteration, the 
Missionary Alphabet, would have caused a collision 
between us; but it was not so. Our two systems 
were Ute same in all really essential points—namely. 
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in their physiologioal basis and in the analysis and 
classification of all sounds that require alphabetical 
symbols. 1 looked to the old Hindu (Slksh&s as the 
highest authority on phonetics ; Lepsius thought it 
was possible to iihprovo on them. The question on 
which we really differed was one of expediency only. 
1 objected to any system of transliteration whi^ 
required new types, because at distant missionary 
stations it would be impossible to procure such 
types. I therefore recommended, if only as a pm 
oiler, italics or larger types, instead of types with 
diacritical marks; but I should have preferred 
Lepsius’ system to my own if the new types could 
always be obtained, and I have rejoiced as much as 
Lepsius himself at the success of his system. 

In i866 Lepsius went to Egypt once more, and 
this second expedition was crowned by the discovery 
of a new trilingual tablet, a worthy companion of the 
Rosetta stone. In 1869 he paid bi^last visit to the 
land of bis life-long love, was present at the opening 
of the Sues Canal, and afterwards travelled with the 
Crown Prince of Prussia to Upper Egypt and Nubia. 

The last years of his life were devoted chiefiy to 
the elaboration of his ‘Nubian Grammar ’—a work 
of enormous labour, full not only of new materials, 
but of new views on the relationship of the numerous 
languages of Africa. 

In addition to all this, be was Principal Librarian 
of the Royal Library at Berlin, a place which is no 
sinecure, and which be filled successfully to the end 
of his life. 

I am weU aware that I have pven a very imperfect 
idea of the fifty years of literaiy work done by Prof. 

1 i 2 
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Lepaiiis, nor can I in any way pretend to assess at 
their right value his contributions to Egyptian 
scholarship. That will no doubt be done by other 
and more competent hands. 1 only hope it will be 
done by scholars of a certain age',-who have learnt 
that the study of antiquity, and more particularly the 
deciphering of inscriptions, whether in Egypt, or in 
Assyria, or in India, is a progressive study. The 
discoveries of yesterday may be superseded by those 
of to-day, as those of to-day will be, we hope, by 
those of to-morrow. Many of Lepsius’ views on 
Egyptian chronology, for instance, may have to be 
surrendered, because new inscriptions have brought 
to light new facts. But that does not detract from 
the real merit of his theories. In many cases theories 
which we now know to be erroneous reflect greater 
credit on their inventors than the coiTections of later 
_ comers. Even the Ptolemaic system of astronomy is 
not such utter bungling as school-boys imagine. It 
is easy to laugh nowadays at Champollion or Grote- 
fend, but discoveries are never made without the risk 
of mistakes, nor are those necessarily the bravest 
soldiers who return from war without a scratch. 
Lepsius was fond of new work. He was a pioneer, 
an explorer—if you like, an adventurer. It is im¬ 
possible that all adventures should be successful, but 
in science even failure is sometimes a success. And 
let us not forget that, besides his theories, there is 
the Bubstantiad store of literary material which he 
was the first to render accessible in his voluminous 
publications. These will remain a monument of 
Qem^ industry, and on them his name will stand 
engraved as on the base of a pyramid. 
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Lepsius had many frienda, but he had also his 
enviera and enemies. He was in many respects 
a successful man. Very early in life he received the 
highest distincUoDs to which a scholar can aspire, 
while others had to wait. But Lepsius was never 
overbearing. He was reserved when it was necessary 
to be so, and ho was too proud to mix himself up in 
literary intrigues. He hateii all camanuieri 4 !, and 
always acted up to the Gorman proverb: 

‘ Bigenlob iitinkt, 

ScfaUlerlob hinkt.' 

There was a true nobility in his bearing, and at times 
he was even too sensitive, when he suspected vulgarity 
and meanness. So long as his opponents attacked 
him straightforwardly, he answered in the same 
chivalrous spirit. But when he know that they were 
dishonest, writing what they knew to be not true, he 
left them to their sclf-intiicted punishment, the loss 
of their own self-respect. 

Taken all in all, Lepsius was the perfect type of 
a German Professor, devoted to his work, full of 
ideals, and convinced that there is no higher vocation 
in life than to preserve and add to the sacred stock 
of human knowledge, which, though it is seen by the 
few only, has to be carried, like the Ark of the 
Covenant, from battle to battle, and kept safe from 
the hands of the Philistines. 
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XI. 

AUGUST FRIEDRICH POTT. 

(Died 1887.) 

T he last of tbe trinmvira who founded the study 
of comparative philology—Bopp, Grimm, and 
Pott—has departed. Professor Pott, as the papers 
inform us, died at Halle on July 5, in his eighty-fifth 
year. I have at present no books of reference at 
hand, and cannot tell where he was bom, how he was 
educated, when he became professor, and what were 
his titles and orders and other distinctions. Though 
I believe I have read or consulted every one of his 
books, I cannot undertake to give even their titles. 
And yet I feel anxious to pay my tribute of gratitude 
and respect to one to whom we all owe so much, who 
has fought his J^attle so bravely, and whose whole 
life was consecrated to what was to him a sacred 
cause—the conquest of new and accurate knowledge 
in the wide realm of human speech. I believe be 
never left the University of Halle, in which he first 
began his career. He knew no ambition but that 
of being in the first rank of hard and honest workers. 
His salary was small; but it was sufficient to make 
him independent, and that was all he cared for. 
Others were appointed over his head to more lucra¬ 
tive posts, but he never grumbled. Others received 
orders and titles: he knew that there was one order 
only that he ought to have had long ago—the Ordre 
pour I0 Mfrite, which he received only last year, 
forttf&ately before it was too late. Ho never kept 
any private trumpeters, nor did he surround himself 
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with what is called a school, so often a misnomer for 
a clique. His works, he knew, would remain his 
best monuments, long after the cheap applause of 
his friends and pupils, or the ^gry abuse of his 
envious rivals, ha*d died away. What he oared for 
was work, work, work. His industry was indefatigable 
to the end of his life; and to the very last he was 
pouring out of his note-books streams of curious 
information which ho had gathered during his long 
life. 

A man cannot live to the ago of eighty-five, particu¬ 
larly if he be engaged in so new and progressive a 
science as comparative philology, without hearing 
some of his earlier works called antiquated. But wo 
ought to distinguish between books that become 
antiquated, and books that become historical. Pott's 
Etyniologi«che Ftirtichungen, in its first edition, con¬ 
tains, no doubt, many statements which the merest 
beginner now knows to be erroneous. But what 
these beginners are apt to forget is that Pott’s mis¬ 
takes were often inevitable, nay, even creditable. 
We do not blame the early decipherers of the hiero¬ 
glyphic inscriptions, because in some of their first 
interpretations they guessed wrongly. We admire 
them for what they guessed rightly, and wo often 
find even their mistakes extremely ingenious and 
instructive. I should advise all tliose who have been 
taught to look upon Pott’s early works as obsolete to 
read his Etymclogiache Forachu/ngen, even the first 
edition; and I promise them they will gain a truer 
insight into the original purposes of comparative 
philology than they can gain from any of ti^ more 
recent manuals, and that they will be surprised at 
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nuinberless discoveries which are due to Pottt 
though. the^ he.ve been made again and again, quite 
innocently, by later comers. In Pott’s time the most 
necessary work consisted in the collection of materials. 
Overwhelming proofs were wanted to establish what 
seems'tn us a simple fact, but what was then regarded 
as a most pestilent heresy, namely, that Greek, Latin, 
Teutonic, Celtic, Slavonic, and Sanskrit are cognate 
tongues. It was Pott who brought these overwhelming 
proofs together, and thus crushed once and for all the 
opposition of narrow-minded sceptics. It is quite 
true that bis work was always rather massive, but 
massive work was wanted for laying the founda¬ 
tions of the new science. It is true, also, that 
his style was very imperfect, was. in fact, no style at 
all. He simply poured out his knowledge, without 
any attempt at order and perspicuity. I believe it 
was Ascoli who once compared his books to what the 
plain of Shinar i^ight have looked like after the Tower 
of Babel had come to grief. But, after all, the founda¬ 
tion which he laid has lasted ; and, after the rubbish 
has been cleared away by himself and others, enough 
remains that will last for ever. Nor should it be 
forgotten that Pott was really the first who taught 
respect for phonetic rules. We have almost foi^tten 
the discussions which preceded the establishment of 
such simple rules as that Sanskrit g may be represented 
by Greek / 3 , that Sanskrit gaua may be fiovs, and 
Sanskrit gam We can hardly imagine now 

that scholars could ever have been incredulous as to 
Sanskrit kth being represented by Greek sr, as to an 
initial's being liable to eUsion, and certain iniUal con¬ 
sonants liable to prosthetio vowels. The rules, however. 
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according to which d might or might not be cnanged 
into I had to be established by exactly the same 
careful arguments as those according to which the 
vowel a is liable to palatal or labial colouring (s and 
o). And when look at the second edition of Pott's 
Etymologimhe Forachungen, we find it a complete 
storehouse which will supply all our wants, tfiough, 
no doubt, every student has himself to test the wares 
which are ofiered him. The same remark applies to 
his works on the Gipsies, on Personal Names, and on 
Numerals; to his numerous essays on Mythology, 
on African Languages, and on Qcneral Grammar. 
Everywhere there is the same enibarraa de rifhease ; 
but, nevertheless, there is richease, and the collection 
of it implies an amount of devoted labour such as hut 
few scholars have been capable of. 

In his earlier years, Professor Pott was very ‘ fond 
of feebting’; and when wo look at the language 
which he sometimes allowed himsdlf to use in bis 
controversies with Curtius and others, wo cannot 
help feeling that it was not quite worthy of him. 
But we must remember what the general tone of 
scientific wrangling was at that time. Strong language 
was mistaken for strong argument, and coarseness of 
expression for honest conviction. In the days of 
Lachmann and Haupt, no one was considered a real 
scholar who could not bo groh. Pott caught the 
infection; but, with all that, though he dealt bard 
blows, he never dealt foul blows. He never became 
the slave of a clique, uid never wrote what he did 
not at the time beli€^|||||i^M|pa. He most often 
have felt, like Goethe, tlp^ ^dTOblg dj^ver thf roots 
of the trees which 
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remained on pleasant terms with most of the rising 
goaeration, and, to the end of his life, was ready to 
learn from all who had anything to teach. He caxed 
for the science of language with all the devotion of 
a lover; and he never forgot its Highest aims, even 
when immei-sed in a perfect whirlpool of details. He 
had, in his younger days, felt the influence of William 
von Humboldt; and no one who has ever felt that 
influence could easily bring himself to believe that 
language had nothing to teach us but phonetic rules. 
Pott’s name will remain for ever one of the most 
glorious in the heroic age of comparative philology. 
Let those who care to know the almost forgotten 
achievements of that age of heroes study them in 
Benfey’s classical work —The Hiatoi'y of Comparative 
Philology. 


XII. 

AFRICAN SPIR‘. 

Died 1890. 

* ^TRIKE the iron while it is hot ’ is a very important 
lO truth for the man of action. For the man of 
thought, the warning conveyed by the Arabic proverb 
is even more useful, ‘ If you strike the iron before it is 
hot, you will only make a clatter.’ To the man of 
thought, whether poet or philosopher, the public is 
the iron, and the public is not always hot or malleable. 
Hence so many poets, excellent in their own way, 
who are admired within their own small local sphere, 

^ OMOoimelifi SohrilUb. 4 vola. Z^dpsig, Findoi 
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but produce no impremion on a larger public. Henoe, 
likewise, so many philosophers, some behind, and 
some before their time, who, in spite of their letuning, 
in spite of their originsd force, in spite of their per¬ 
severing efforts,‘never command a hearing, except 
within a small circle of friends and pupils. If 
EIngland is very rich in unknown local poets, Germany 
is equally rich in unknown local philosophers. Every 
German university counts at least two or three pro¬ 
fessors of philosophy, to say nothing of the PritKit 
Docenten, every one of whom, besides being intimately 
acquainted with the whole history of philosophy, is 
able to convict Plato and Aristotle, Descartes and 
Kant, of ever so many false syllogisms, while ho has 
himself elaborated a pet system of philosophy, which, 
if only accepted, would protluce universal peace 
between all the contending schools of philosophical 
thought. Nowhere is it more dangerous to be ahead 
of the time, or not in touch with the^ast and present, 
than in philosophy. We hear much of a philosophy 
of the future, of ZukxiitfUsgetlanken, as we hear of an 
Art of the future, and of a Religion of the future. 
But it is very rarely that these paulo-post-futuro philo¬ 
sophies assume a real life and influence after the death 
of their prophets. Many philosophers have died with 
the conviction that the future will be more just to 
them than their contemporaries. But that depends 
almost entirely on their finding one or two posthumous 
disciples, with sufficient honesty and self-denial to be 
satisfied with mere apostlesbip, without claiming any 
originality for themselves. If these apostles have 
bided their time, if they have fought the ba4le and 
won the victory, they are not always inclined to take 
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the lanrels from their own temple and place them on 
the tomb of their master. There was a case in j)oint 
not long ago. Schopenhauer daring his lifetime was 
almost smothered in silence {todt geschtuiegen). No 
German professor would ever treat liim as his equal, 
or as a foeman worthy of his steel—but his conviction, 
expressed again and again, with the most unhesitating 
assurance, that his time would come after his death, 
has come true indeed. He has become a power, and 
while most of his professional despisers are forgotten, 
his name has become a household word among philo¬ 
sophers, not in Germany only, but all over the world. 
The same is true with regard to Lotze and Noire. 
Neither of these, during his lifetime, was known 
beyond the frontiers of Germany. In France and 
Belgium their works began to be noticed, but in 
England it was not till after their death that their 
real merits were recognised and their opinions con¬ 
sidered in the dVscussion of the great problems of 
philosophy. In Germany, more than in any other 
country, the intluence of the universities is very 
strong. For a philosopher who does not belong to 
the professorial caste to gain a hearing is extremely 
difficult. The best critical papers are in the hands of 
the professors and their young pupils or assistants. 
They notice the books of their friends and their 
rivals either in a kindly or in an unkindly spirit, but 
the outsider is but seldom noticed. Nowhere is the 
do ut dea principle so openly acted upon as in the 
literary life of Germany. This is what made Schopen¬ 
hauer so furious and so ill-mannered in his onslaughts 
on thoowhole professorial crew. But even apart from 
these more or less oonsoious attempts to ulence a 
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writer to death, the difficulty b very great particularly 
for a ^metaphysical writer to find an audience. One 
has only to go to any of the smaller German univer¬ 
sities, and look at a bookseller’s shop window, to see 
the never-failing crop of new systems of logic, 
psychology, metaphysics, &c., which spring up with 
every new generation, sell in a few hundred copies, 
and then vanish. Some of these unknown books are 
very interesting, sometimes extremely valuable, rich 
in thought, whether coined or uncoined, and well 
worth the attention of the casual visitor of the 
smaller German universities. It is touching to see, 
in reading them, how some of these unknown philo¬ 
sophers yearn, not so much for recognition and fame, as 
for a chance of influencing the world for good, and 
contributing towards the final victory of truth. Who 
in England has ever, for instance, heard of the name 
of African Spirt He is dead now. Some of his 
earlier works he has himself suppr^seti, but he has 
left behind him four volumes of philosophy, which 
well deserve a careful study. In a preface to his 
collected works, which were meant to appear after 
his death, he Ivrites:— 

* I hope that my death may break that curiuos 
charm which seems to afiect everything that comes 
from me. What was most evident, if it came from 
me, would never convince others ; what was roost 
certain seemed to them untrue or dubious; what was 
most important was considered insignificant.’ 

Thb is very honest, and shows us the man as he is 
described to us by all who knew him more intimately. 
He lived the life of a solitary thinker. Botp and 
educated in Russia, he entered tiie Russian naval 
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service, fought at Sebastopol, but afterwards retired 
from the navy, sold his landed estates, left Russia, 
and settled in Germany, devoting all his time and 
his considerable talente to a systematic study of 
philosophy. He never became a prbfessor, and never 
rallied a class of students and disciples around him. 
He married at Stuttgart, and afterwards, chiefly for 
the sake of his failing health, migrated to Switzerland, 
settling first at Lausanne, then at Geneva, where he 
succumbed to an attack of influenza in 1890 at the 
age of fifty-three. Some autobiographical notices of 
his begin with the following lines: — 

‘ Nothing is more remote from my thoughts than to 
wish to force myself on the notice of other people; 
those who have perceived the nothingness of indi¬ 
viduality can assign no value to glory. The only 
thing of value is to have done good work.’ 

When he felt himself dying, with no one near but 
his wife and daughter, he said to them, ‘1 do not 
know why people are aihiid of death. If one has 
done one’s duty in this world, it is joy to die.’ When 
tears were rolling down his cheeks as he looked at 
his wife and daughter he said, ‘ Do not mind it, it is 
only weakness, because 1 must part from the only 
two beings who have ever loved me.’ His last words 
were like Goethe’s, * Fiat lux,’ and on his tombstone 
at Geneva we read only his name and one line in 
French: ' La lumihre luit dans les t^nhbres, mais les 
t^nbbres ne I’ont pas refue.’ 

African Spir was a thorough idealist, and in 
Germany the time for idealism is past. The new 
generation feeds on materialism. Even psychology 
bss become physiological, and Bietschl’s cynicism 
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counts probably more adherents than Kant's oriticisin, 
whether in metaphysios or in ethics. No wonder 
that Spir's speculations elicited little response in his 
adopted country. Spir’s principal works were, like 
Kant’s, partly crilical, Denken und Wirklichkeit, and 
partly ethical. Sekriften zur MoralphUompkie. Spir, 
however, was not only an idealist, but has at the 
same time been called a Dualist, and this in the days 
of Monism was another unpardonable otfence. Still, 
his so-called Dualism differed but little from honest 
Monism, that is to say, it simply confessed that the 
manifoldness of the phenomenal world cannot be 
accounted for, but must be accepted as a fact, though 
as an abnormal fact. Still, in these days, everything 
goes by names, and to bo labelled a Dualist is as much 
as to be lal>oiled antiquated. Spir starts, like the 
Monists, with the admission of an alwolutc Being, 
a uniform substance which is, of course, by its very 
nature one, but he does not attempt to explain how 
this Monon became manifold in its phenomenal mani¬ 
festations. Others think they have solved this oldest 
of all problems by asserting that becoming is an 
essential determination of being, or by maintaining 
the necessity of development in all things. Spir 
prefers to confess that there exists a normal (noumenal) 
and an abnormal world, and that the abnormal can 
only be accepted, but cannot be explained. The 
absolute and perfect Being which is postulated by 
human reason would, by necessity, be identical with 
itself, perfect, and therefore without variance. As it 
is not so, Spir is satisfied with caliing tiie actual or 
phenomenal state of things abnormal; and, however 
consistent Monism strives to be, it cannot deny that 
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there is a difference between the phenomenal and the 
noumenal worlds; and that if the latter is nprmal, 
^e former is abnormal. It has never been explained 
#hat forced the Absolute into its conditioned state. 
Philosophers may give different names to the solution 
of this world-old problem. In the end the most 
honest answer will always be the confession of the 
Docta’IgnorantUi of mediaeval philosophers, or the 
Agnosticism of the present ago. Spir admits, how¬ 
ever, that the abnormal is to be subdued by the 
normal, and he applies this principle with great effect 
to humam nature in its twofold character. He recog¬ 
nizes in man the existence of a normal, and of an 
abnormal element, and all moi'ality starts with him 
from this recognition. ‘ All future progress of 
humanity,’ he writes, ‘ in perfecting the character of 
human individuals and their mutual relations, depends 
their becoming conscious of the normal being of 
things and the o]pposition between it and the empirical 
of all natural objects. What men are depends 
oh^hat they believe themselves to be.’ If we have 
once recognized our normal being, our duties towards 
ourselves become coincident with our duties towards 
^e whole, for we ourselves represent what is normal 
or divine in this world, and wo alone can make it 
prevaU. This Normal or Divine is to prevail more 
and more in religion and morality, in science and art. 
Every man is to help in this, as Zoroaster helped 
Ormuid in hia etemal fight against the evil spirit, and 
he is to do thif, not for any external reason, but for 
the sake of his iy > iinal and divine being. Work done 
in this spirit prodnoes its effect and carries it onward, 
if not for this life, for all eternity, and lifts us from an 
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abnormal into a normal life. A system of morals 
founded on these principles is perhaps the most 
valuable contribution made by Spir to the commoiii 
stock of philosophical thought, and will, particularly 
in England, interest probably a larger number of 
readers than his purely metaphysical speculations. 
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APPENDIX. 

Comparative View op Sanskrit and other 
Lanodaoes, bt T. H, Codebrooke. 

OxfonI, SepU'inber, 1S74. 

I mentioned in my Addresa before the Aryan 
section of the Oriental Congress that I jiossewiod some 
MS. notes of Colebrooke's on Comparative Philology. 
They were sent to mo some time ago by his son, 
Sir £. Colebrooke, who gave me leave to publish 
them, if I thought them of sufficient importanee. 
They were written down, as far as we know, about 
the years i8oi or 1802, and contain long lists of 
words expressive of some of the most important ele¬ 
ments of early civilisation, in Sanskrit, Greek, Latin, 
Teutonic, Celtic, and Slavonic. like everything that 
Colebrooke wrote, these lists are prepared with great 
care. They exist in rough notes, in a first, and in 
a second copy. I give them from the second copy, 
in which many words from less important languages 
are omitted, and several doubtful comparisons sup¬ 
pressed. I have purposely altered nothing, for the 
interest of these lists is chiefly hiirtorical, ^wing 
how, long before tiie days of B<^p and Qrimm, 
K k 3 
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Colebrooke had clearly perceived the relationship of 
all the principal branches of the Aryan family, and, 
what is more important, how he had anticipated the 
historical conclusions which a comparison of the prin¬ 
cipal words of the great dialects of the Aryan family 
enables us to draw with regard to the state of 
civilisation anterior to the first separation of the 
Aryan race. No one acquainted with the progress 
which Comparative Philology has made during the 
last seventy years would think of quoting some of 
the comparisons here suggested by Colebrooke as 
authoritative. The restraints which phonetic laws 
have since imposed on the comparison of words were 
unknown in his days. But with all that, it is most 
surprising to see how careful Colebrooke was, even 
when he had to guess, and how well he succeeded in 
collecting those words which form the earliest common 
dictionary of ouv* ancestors, and supply the only trust¬ 
worthy materials for a history of the very beginnings 
of the Aryan race. 


Father. 

Sons, Pitrt (-tA). Bong. Hind. Piti. Per*. Pider. 

Sant. Jaaayitrl (-t4). Or. Qeueter, Oeunetor. Lot. Qenitor. 
Sant. TAta. Bong. TAt .<(«». Tat. WaX. Com. Tad. 
Ang. Dad. 

Vaptrl (-tA). BApA. Hind. BAbA, Bip. Gorni. 

Yatw. . Btig. Yuder. Id. Bader. Ge. Lot. Pater. 

Mother. 

SoMt. Jam^tH, Janani. Or. GemiAteira. Lot. Oenitriz. 
^•w. Mitrl (-tA). Stang. MAtA. IM. Mater. Or. Meter. 
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.Sclav. Uati. Tr. Matliair. < 7 «m. Mutter. Sax. Moder. 
Btl^. Id. Mooder. 

N.B. The roots jian and jant (the past tense of which last 
is jajvyi, pronounced in Bengal, Tirhnt, kc.) are evi¬ 
dently audogoits to the Latin pryno, and Greek gmma. 


Son. 

.Sins. Put™, /find. Putr, Pdt. TdmU. I’utreu. Grt. Pd*. 
.Sins. Sdnu. Umd. Bdn, SuKn. Oath. Sunus. Sax. Suna. 
Btlg. Socii, .Sone. Sm. Son. Dalm. Ssun. /W. Bnk. 
8yn. Sd. Sin, Syn. 

Orandaon. 

San». Naptri (-U). Lid. Nepos. Him!. Niti. Maht. 
N&td. 

Granddsoghtar. 

Sam. Naptrf. I/ot. Neptis. Hind. Na(pf. Bmy. Nitiii. 
Ori. Nitoni. 

Daughter** Son. 

Sam. Danhitra. Bcng. Danhitro. Hind. Ddhti. Gr. Thu¬ 
gs tridous. 

Son** Son. 

Sana. Pentra. Hind. P 6 t 4 . Bmg. Pautro. 

Daughter. 

.Sam. Duiiitrl (-U). Bcng. DnhibL Hind, Ddfaiti. Oath. 
Dauhter. Sax. Dohter. Per*. Dokhter. Bdg. Doehtere. 
Germ. Tochter. Gr. Thygater. Sue. Dotter. Id, Dooter. 
Dan, Daater. 

&ns.Tdc 4 . £ns*. Doke. //tnd. Dhfya, Dh(. Or. Jhfif. Sel. 
Hahi. Dalm. Hchii. Boh. Dey, Deera. Ir. Dear. 
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Brother. 

8 an$, Bbritrl (-t4). Hind. BhrAt$, Bhai, BhayA, Bfr* Bicau. 
P«r$. BirAdar. Com. Bredar. Wal. Braud. Ir. Brathair. 
Arm. Breer. Mona. Breyr. Sd. Brat. Ruas. Brate. 

DcKm. Brath. Boh. Bradr. Q&rm. Brader. Ang.-Sax. 
Brother. Saxe. Brother. Lai. Frater. Gall. Frfere. 

Sister. 

Sant. Bhagiiii. Hind. Bhagnf, Babin, BhainA. Beng. Bho- 
gin(, Boin. Makr. Babin. Or. Bbaunf. 

«Sa»M. SwasrI (-bA). Ir. Shiur. Gall. Soeur. Mona. Sywr. 
Sioxl. Suora. Lat. Soror. Germ. Scbweater. Sax. 
Sweoater. GolR. Swister. Uoll. Zuster. Wal. C'huaer. 

Fathe]>in-law. 

Sana. BwaAura. Beng. S6sur. Mahr. SasarA. Hind. Susar, 
SfisrA, SasAr. iot. Sdcer, Socerus. Gr. Hecyroa. 

Mother-in-law. 

Sana. S^waArA. Bmg. Sosru, SAsuri. Hind. SAs. Mahr. 
SAaA. Lat. Socrua. Gr. Heoyra. 

Wife’s Brother. 

Sana. SyAls. Beng. SyAloo. Hind. SAlA. Or. SalA. 

a 

Hnshand’s Brother. 

Sana. DAvrl (-vA), DAvara. Hind. DAwar. Guj. Diyar. 
Mahr. Dir. Gr. DaAr. Lat. Levir {olim Devir). 


fi^-in-law. 

Sana. JAmAtil (-tA)< Hind. JamAf, JavAf. Para. DAmAd. 
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Widow. 

.$liiw.*VidhaY4. Lat. Vidoa. Sax. Widwa. HoO. Wedawe. 

San*. B^hd. Hind. Bahd. B<mg. Bid. QcM. Bru. 

Sant. Stonahd. Catkm. Noa. Pmj. Noh. Gr. Nyoa. IaU. 
Nurds. 

Sun. 

iian». Heli (-lis). Or. Helios. Arm. Heol. Wal. Hsyl, 
Heyluen. 

Sans. Mitrs. Pehl. Mitlirs. 

Sans. Mihara, Mahira. Psrs. Mihr. 

Sans. Sdra, Sfirya. Hind. Sdrej. Makr. Sdij, Sdrya. Ori. 
Suruy. 

VLoaou 

Sans. Chandra. Hind. Chdnd, Chandr, Cbaiidramd. 

.Sams. Mds (mih). Pers. Mill. Boh. Mesyc. Pol. Miesyac. 
Ikdm. Miszecs. 

Star. 

Sans. Tdrd. Hind. Tdrd. Pets. Sitareh. 6r. Aster. 
Bdg. Sterre. Sax. Steorra. Germ. Stem. Com. Arm. 
Steren. 

Month. 

Sans. 3idsa (-sas). Hind. Mahini, Mia. Pars. Mib. 8<A. 
Mesacs. Dalm. Missecs. WaL Miaguaiih. Gr. Mene. 
Lot, Hensis. OaU. Mma. 

XHiy. 

.Shas. Diva. Mohr. IKvas. Lot. Dies. Sios. Dasg. 

Sorts. Dina. Hind, Din. Boh. Den. Sd, Dan.^ Halm. 
Daan. Pot. Daen. Ang. {Ant.) Deo. 
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Kight. 

Sana. B^Ltri. Hind. Rtft.' Fen^ B&tter. 

Sana. NU, WaL Arm. Ko«. 

Sana. Nact4. Lot. Nox. Nyx. Ooih. Nahts, Nanis. 

Sax. Nilit. lal. Natt. Bob. Noe* 0 €dl. Nuit. 

By Night. . 

tSana. (adv.) Nactam. Lot. Noctn. Gr. Nyet^n^ 

Sky, Heaveh. 

Sana. Div, Diva. Bmg. Dibi. Liv. Debbes. 

Sana. Swar, Swarga. Hind. Swarag. Guz. Sarag. Cant. 

Cerna. » 

Sana. Nabbas. Bmg. Nebbo. Rttaa. Nebo. S(d. 

Boh. Nabe. Pol. Niebo. 

Ood. 

Sana. Diva (-vas), DAvati. Hind. D4wat&. Ptnj. 
Tamil, Taivam. Lot. Dens. Gr. Thaos. Wal. Diju. 
It. Diu. 

Sana. Bhagavin. Dalm. Bogh. Croat. Bog. 

Fire. 

Sana, Agni. Caam. Agin. Bong. Agun. Hind. Ag. Sel. 
Ogdn. Croat. Ogayn. Pol. Ogien. Balm. Ogany. Lat. 
Ignia. 

Sana. Vabni. Boh. Oban. 

Sana. Anala. Bang. Onol. Mona. Aul. 

Sana. Bnshman ('mi). Cant. Sua. 

Sana. Tandnaptt. Wal. T&n. Ir. Teene. 

Sana. Varbia Sax. Vflr. JMg. Tier. 


Water. 

Sana, Para. .Ab. 

(Sana. Piniya. Hiwi. PAn(. 
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Sant. TJdftc*. Snot. Quode. Soi. Vodit. Btk. Woda. 

Sant. Nfra, Nira. Nfr. Cam. N(r«. Ttl. Ndlii. 

rJg. Gr. Nefo. | 

Sant. Jala. Hind. JaL Tr. Oil. 

Sant. ^r^a. Jr. An. 

Snnt. Bmg^ B*r. Jr. Bir. Cant. Vra. 

** ' dotui. 

Sant. Abka. Pt^j. Abliar. Catm. A liar. Pert. Abr. 
Gr. Ombnw. Lot. Imber. 

I^Un^Maxa. Pert. Nar. Gr. Aner. 

SdNir. MAnava, M&nu»ha. tfur. MAnaa. Ai^. MAnua. Dan. 
Mand. Sax. Mail, Men. 

Mind. 

.Sima. Manaa. Gr. Menoa, Aat. Mena. , 

Bone. 

Sant. HacTcfa. Hind. Hadl. 

Sant. Aatbi. JaU. Oa. Gr. Osteon. 

Btend. 

iSima. Haata. Hmd, HAilu Penj. Hatt'h. Beng. Hit. 
Pert. Deal. 

Sant. Cara. Or. Cheir. Vnlg. Or. Chere. 

.Sana. PMi. IFoi. Pawen. Ang. Paw. 


Sant. Jinn. Per^. Jihno. Pert. TAtm. Hind. QntanA. 
Or. Oono. Lot. Gena. GaJL Ocmm. Seat. Cnrow. 
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Foot. 

Sans. Pfida, Pad. Or. P£d. Seng. Pod, Pi. Hinds Pad, 
Payar. Lat. Pes (pedis). Or. Poos (podos). VtUg. Or. 
Podare. OaU. Pied. Ooih. Fotus. 4 okd. Fot, Yot. Sue. 
Foot. 

Sans. Anghri. Beng. Ooghri. Sd. Noga. Pei. Nogi. 

Breast. 

Sans. Staua. Beng. Stao. {Ang. Pap.) Or. Sternon. Lat. 
Stenmm. {Ang. Chest.) 

BareL 

Sans. N&bhi. Hind. Ndbh. Beng. Ndi. Or. NAhi. Pera. 
NAf. Or. Omphalos. Sax. Nafela, Navela. 


> Bar. 

Sans. OarAa. Hind. CAn. Arm. Skuarn. Corn. Skevam. 


Bose. 

Sana. NasioA, NAsA, Nasya. Hind. NAc. Pery. Nacca. 

Casm. Nast. Lat. Nasus. Oerm. Nase. Belg. Nuese. 

Sax. Noese, Nosa. Sue. Naas. Boh. Nos. Set. Nos. 
Dedm. Nooss. 

Tooth. 

Sana. Danta. Hind. DAnt. Per^. Dand. Pera. Dendui 
Wed. Daot. Led, Dens. OeM. Dent. Or. Odoos (-ontos). 
Bdg. Tant, Tand. Seus. Toth. 

mooxik. 

Stmt. ^Coo'ha. Hind. Maeli, Mali, Monh, Mdnh. Pes^. 
Mdh. OuM. Mdh. Seae. Xutfa. 
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Wbow. 

Sant. Anka, flank; Aaga, membratn. Gr. A^kOn. 

. Voioa. 

Sant. Vich (vie). Lot. Vox. Or. Oasn. 

Name. 

Sant. Niman (-uia). Hind. Nim, Nibfi. Ptrt. Niiu. Or. 
Onoma. Lot. Nomen. Oatt. Nom. Sax. Nama. 

KLac. 

Sant. RAj {-t', -«l), IWjan (-ji). Hind. tmi. Lat. Hex. 
Gall. Hoy. WaL lUiuy, Rliiydli. /r. High, lUk. 

Kingdom. 

Sant. Bijnya (-am). Lot. Hegnum. * 

Town. , 

Sant. C’h^'t'a. Hind. C'beri. IFoi. Kaer. Arm. Koer. 

House. 

.Sbn#. (icoa, Gr. Oiooe. 

Sant. Giiba. Hind, Qhar. Catm. Oar. 

Skip or Boat. 

.Son*. Nan (naoa). Or. Naua. Lot. Navia. Ptrt. Nau. 
Hind. Nau, Nifi. Or. N4. Com. Nivtya. 

A Small Boat. 

Sant. PUwu Mah. Plar. Or. Ploion. 

^nkng, Wealtli. 

Sant. Rai (rts). IM. Baa. . 
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Mountain. 

Sant. Parrfttfl. Hind. Parbat, Pahir. Peiy. Parabat. Cam. 
Parbatavu. 

San$. Adri. Penj. Adari. Ir. Ard. 

San$. Naga, Aga. Ir. Aigh. 

Sans. Qrflran (-vA), Giri. Lus. Grib. Sol. Hrib. 

Rook or Stone. 

Sans. Prastara. Hind, Patt'har. Onz. Pat’liar. Bmg. 

Pat’bar. Or. Petra. Lot. Petra. 

Sans. Grdvan (-vA). Penj. GarAv. 


Tree. 

Sans. Dru (dras), Droma (-maB). Or. Drya (Drymos, a wood). 

Ejiir. Druu. Russ. Dreous. Sd. Drevu. 

Sans. Taru. Ooth. Triu, Trie. Sax. Treo, Treow. Dan. 
Tree. 

Pomegranate. 

Sans. RAhita. Or, Rhoa, Rhoia. 

Horse. 

Sans. Ghdt'aoa. Hind. QhArA. Guz. GhArA. Casm. Guru. 
Wal. Gcruydh, Govar. 

<San«. Haya (-yas). Ant, Sans. Aruaha. Isl. Hora, Hesiur. 

Dan, Heat. Sue. Haat. Sax. Hors. 

Sim*. AAva. Psiy. Asws. Pen. Atp. 

Ass. 

Sans. Chars. P«iy. Char. Psrs. Khar. 

Sans. Qardab^. Hhs^ GadhA. Tirk. GadahA. 

• Mole. 

Sans. AAwatara. Psrs. Astar. 
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OamcL 

San*, Usht'nk. Hind. Unt. Gnz. lit. Pmj. I’sur. 
Per*. Ushtur, Skutar. 

* Ox, Ck>w, BtiU. 

San*. Q6 (gniu). Hind. G»u, Q4(. Bety. Ooru. Per*. 

Oau. Sax. Cu. Su*. Koo. Belt/. Kw. Oerm. Koe. 
San*. Ucahan (-aki). Sax. Oxa. Ban. Oxe. Id. Uxe. 

Boh. Odise. Germ. Ocba. Wal. Ycka. 

San*. Vrlaha, Vrlahan (-shi). Tirh. Hrikh. BoS. Byk. 
Pol. Beik. Balm. Bak. Lu*. Bik. Hun^. Bika. HVit 
Byuch. Arm. Biych. Com. Byub. 

Goat. 

San*. Bucca, Barcara. Hind. Bacri. Mohr. B4£ar. Gnz. 
BocanS. Beng. Ii6ci. Arm. Bucb. Com. Byk. Sax. 
Bucca. Gall. Bouc. Sue. Bock. Belg. Bocke. Ital. Becoo. 

Xwe. 

San*. Avi (-via). Gr. Oia. Lot. Ovia." Sax. Eowe. 

Wool 

San*. Ur6A. Hirtd. Un. Sd. Volna. Pol. Welna, Boh. 
Wlna. Balm. Vuna. Sue. Ull. Id. UU. Belg. Wul. 
Germ. WoUe. A.~Sax. WuHe. Wal. OnUn. Com, Olnan. 
Atm. Oloan. Ir. Obum. 

Hair ci tba Bodjr* 

San*. Lava. Jr. Lo. 

•Sana. lAman (*ina), B6mau (-nia). Hind, fi^Uo. Beng. 
L5m, Btfni. Camn. Rdm. Mak. BAtaA 

Waif of tlio TTaail 

Sant. (Ym. Hind. Catm. C(a Lai. Crtui% 

Sant. BAla. Hind. 
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Hog. 

Sant. Sficara (fem. -ri). Penj. Sdr. Hind. S<ifir, S<war, 
Sfi, Su^n. Beng. Shdcar, Shfidr. Meiir. Dficar. Tirh. 
Stigar. Nepal. Surdn. Dan. Suin. Bne. Swiin. Lns. 
Swina. Cam. Swyuia, Swine. Ang. Swine. Sax. Sugn. 
H(M. Soeg, Sauwe. Germ. Sauw. Ang. Sow. Belg. 

Soch. Lut. Sus. Gr. Hys, Sys. Laeon. Sika. Pert. 

Khuc. Wal. Hfikh. 6’om. Hoch, Hoh. 

Boar. 

Sant. Vardha. Hind. Bardh. Orit. Bar&h4. Bemg. Bordlui, 
Bord. Cam. Bora, Baedh. BAg. Beer. Sax. Bar. An^. 
Boar. Span. Berraco. Gall. Verrat. lUd. Verro. 

Mouse. 

Sant. Mdsbaca, Mdshd. Hind. Mus, Musd, Musi, Mueri, 
Mdsiid. Penj. Mdshd. Tirh. Mus. Lai. Mus. Gr. Mus. 
Sax. Mus. 

Bear. 

Sant. Bicsha. Hind. Rich’b. Penj. Bicbh. Guz. Rdnchh. 
Tirh. Rikb. 

Sant. Bhalla, Bhallaca, Bhdlldoa. Hind. Bhdl, Bbdld. 

Sant. Ach’ha, Aosba. Gr. Arctos. Wal. Arth. 

Wolf, 

Sant.'Vv\ca. Dolm; Vuuk. 5cZ. Vulk. Pol. Wulk. 

Inseot. 

Sant. Crimi. Pert. Ginn. Beng. Crimi. Tamil, Crimi. 

Serpent. 

Sant. Abi (ahia). Or. Ophia. 

Sant. Sarpa. Pert. Serp. Lot. Serpens. Hind. Sdrp. 



APPBIfDIX. 


511 


Onokoo. 

Cocila. Hind. Ooii. Zal. CucuIuh. Gr. Kokkyz. 
San». Pica. Picaa. 


Crab. 

Sana. Carcatn. Beny. CAncfi, Wncfi. Hind. C^iicrA, 
C^rf. Gr. Caroirioa. Ltd. Cancer. ITol. Kratik. Com. 
Arm. Kankr. GaU. Cancre. Ir. Kniiiaii. Sax. Crahlw. 
Ang. Crab. 

Oaoomber. 

Sana. Carcatf. Beng. Cincur. Hind. CSorf. JSa/. Cucumrr, 
Chicumis. Gcdl. Concombre. Ang. Cucumber. 

Sound. 

Sana. Swana, Swina. Lat. Bonua. Wal. SAn, 8<5n, Sain. 
Sax. Suiid. 

Sleep. 

Sana. Svrapna, S’aya, Sw&pa. B<mg. Shooit. Hind. (Hupna) 
Sona fto sleep]. Gr. Uypnoe. Wal, Heppian [to sleep]. 
Sax. Sleepan. Ang. Sleep. 

New. 

Sana. Nava (m. Navas, f. Navi, n. Navam), Nsvfna. Lai. 
Novus. Or. Neos, Nearos. Pera. No. Hind. Nayi, 
Nawin. Seng. Niara. Wal. Com. Neuydb. /r. Ndadb. 
Arm. Nevedh, Noadh. Gall. Neuf. Ang. New. -Soar. 
Neow. 

Young. 

Sana, Yuvan (Yuv&). Lat. Juvenis. 

Thin. 

Sana. Taooa. Lat. Tennis. 
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Great. 

Sam. Mah&. 6r. Megas. Lot. Maguas. 

Broad. 

Sana. Urus. Or. Eorus. 

Old. 

Sana. HrfiAB. ' Gr. Geron. 

Other. 

Sana. Itaras. Gr. Heteros. 

Sana. Anyas. Lat. Alius. 

Vool. 

Sana. Miidhas, Mttrchas. Or. Mores. 

Dry. 

Sana. CshAras. Gr. Xoros. 

* Sin. 

Sana. Agba. Or. Hagos (veuaratio, scelus). 

One. 

Sana. Eca. hind. Bent/. Slc. Ec. Fera. Y&c. 

Two. 

Suns. Dwi (nom. du. Dwau). hind. Do. Para. Do. Gr. 
Dyo. Lat. Duo. GaU. Deux. Com. Dean. Arm. Don. 
Ir. Do. Goth. Twai. Sax. Twu. Jnff. Two. 

Three. 

Sana. Tri (uom. pi. Trayas). Lat. Trosu Gr. Treia. GaU. 
Troiv Germ. Drei. hoU. Dry. Sax. Threo. Ang. 
Three. IFnI. Arei. Ir. Tri. Com. Tre, 
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7our. 

Sant. Chatur (iiotn. pL Cliatwinu, fom. Cliatasnu). Lat. 
Qimtuor. (laU. Qu«tr«. Gr. Tewiarea. Ptr*. Cheliir. 
Hind. Cheli&r. . 

And. 

Sant. Cha. Lat. Que. 

Five, 

•^ri«. Pnncha. Hind. Paiidi. Pert. Peijj. Gr. Pont<*. 
Arm. Com. Pemp. Wal. Pymp. 

Six. 

Sant. Shaah. Pert. Bhexb. Lat. Hex. Gr. Hex. Gall. An</. 

Six. Wal. Khu6kli. Com. Huili. Amt. Huukh. Ir. She, 
Seishear. 

Seven. 

Sant. Sapia. Lot. Sopteiti. Gall. SepV Germ. Hiebeii. 
Ang. Seven. Sax. Seofon. Gr. He|>ta. Pert. Heft. 
Hind. Sit. Wal. Saitii. Arm. Com. Scith. Ir. Sheakhd. 

Eight. 

Sant. Asht’a. Pert. Haaht. Hind. .Vtlj. Gall. Huit. Sax. 
Kahta. Ang. Eight. Ir. Oklit. Lat. Otto. 

Hine. 

Sattt. Nava. Hind. N6. Lai. No%'em. Wal. Com. Nau. 
Arm. N&o. Ir. Nyi, Pert. Xoh. Gall. Neuf. Sax. Nigoti. 
Ang. Nine. 

Ten. 

Sant. Da^a. Hind. Daa. Pert. Dab. Lat. Dcccni. Ir. 
Deikh. Arm. D£k. Com. I)%. 

VOD. II. I. 1 
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PRONOUNS. 

I. 

Sans. Aham (acc. M&; poss. and dat. M4; du. Nau; pi. 
Naa). Lot. Gr. Ego, &c. Pers. Men. Hind. Mai. Ir. 
Me. Wal. Com. Mi. Arm. Ma. 


ThoU. 

Sans. Twam (aoo. Twa; poss. and dat. T4; du. V4m; pi. 
Vas). Lat. Tu, &c. Or. Su, &c. Hind. Tu, Tain. Ikny. 
Tumi, Tui. Ir. Tu. Pers. To. Arm. Te. Com. Ta. 
Wal. Ti. 


PREPOSITIONS, ETC. 

Sans. Antar. Lat^ later. Sans. Upari. Gr. Hyper. Lat. 
Super. Sans. Upa. Gr. Hypo. Lai. Sub. Sans. Apa. 
Gr. Apo. Sans. Pari. Or. Peri. Sans. Pia. Gr. Lat. 
Pro. Sans. Pard. Gr. Peru. Sans. Abhi. Gr. Atnphi. 
Sana. Ati. Gr. Anti. Sans. Ama. Gr. Ama. Sans. 
Anu. Gr. Aua. 


TERMINATIONS. 

Sana, (terminations of comparatives and superlatives) Tarns, 
Tamas. Gr. Teros, Tatos. Lea, Terns, Timus. Sans. 
Ishfhaa. Or. latoa. 

Sans, (tetnun. of nouns of agency) TrI. Gr. Tor, Ter. Lat. 
Tor. 

Sans, ^termin. of participle) Tas. Or. Tos. Lat. Tus. 
Sans, (termin. of supine) Tara. Lat. Tnra. 
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• VERBS. 

To B«, Root AS. 

.'M'tM#. Asti, Asi, Asmi, S«nti, Stha, SmM. 

Gr. Esti, Eis (Eaai), Eiini (I). Emmi), Eisi (l>. Eiifi), 
Esmen (D. Eimea), 

Lat. Est, Es, Sum. Sunt, Estis, Sumun. 

To do. Root I. 

Sant. Eti, Esi, Yanti, Itlia, Imoa. 
f.at. It, Is, Eo, Euiit, Itis, Inius. 

Gr. Eisi, Els, Elmi, EJsi, Itc, Inien (1). Itiirs). 

To Bat, Root .\D. 

Sant. .Vtti, .\tsi, Admi, Adanti, Attha, Admas. Lot. Eiiit, 
Edis, Edo, Kduiit, Editis, Edimtis. Gr. Estliii-i. .Vcw. 
Etan. 

To dive. Root I)A. 

.'^ant. DadAti, Dadisi, I>a<]inii. Lat. I>at, I>as, l>o. Gr. 
DidOsi, Didos, Didomi. 

Hence, ^an*. Dinani. Lat. Donum. 

To J<Hn, Root YUJ. 

.'''ant. Vnnacti, Yunjanti. Lat. Jungit, Jnngunt. Sant. 
Yniugmi. Gr. Zeugnumi. 

Hence, Sant. Yugam. Lat. .Jugom. Gr. Zogos, Ztigon. 
Hind. Joii. .‘^ox. Oeoc. Ang. Yoke. Ihttek, Joek. 

To Sit, Boot SAD. 

.Sana. Sfdati, Sidanti. Lot. Sedet, Sedeot. 

Hence, Sant. Sodaa. Lot. Sedee. 

D1 a 
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To Subdue, Root DAM. 

Sane. Ddmayati. Gr. Damaei. Lat. Domai. 

Hence, Sans. Damanam. Lat. Damnum. 

To Drink, Root PA or Pt. 

Sane. Pibati, Pibanti; Piyat4. Lat. Bibit, Bibunt. Or. 
Pinei, Finousi. 

To Die, Root MRt 

Sane. Mrlyat4, Mrlyant4. Lat. Moritur, Moriuntur. 

Hence, Sane. Mrltie, Mrltas. Lat. Mors, Mortuus. 

To Know, Root JNYA. 

iS'ans. Jdn&tf, J&nanti. (?r. Ginosco or Gignosco. JSo<. Nosco. 
Hence, Sane. Jny&tas. Lat. N6tuB. Or. Gnostos. 

To Beget, Root JAN. 

Sane. JdyaW. Pret. Jajny6 (pronounced Jagy6). Gr. Ginomai 
vel Qignomai. Lat. Gigno. 

To Gk>, Root SRIp. 

Sane. Sarpati. Lat. Serpit. Gr. Herpei. 

To See, Root DRiH. 

Gr. Derco. Sana. Drl4. Hind. Dik'h, to see. 

To Procreate, Root SU. 

Sana. SdyaU (rad. Sd). 

Henoe, Sana. Bfita, son. Hind. Soafi. 6r. Huios, Hnieus. 

To Know, Root VID. 

.SbiM.Vid, to know. Lat. Video, to see. 

To Delifl^t, Boot TBlP. 

Sana, Tri|i. Or, Terpo. 
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To Strew, Root STRl. 

.S«mi.*Sui. LoL Sterno. 4ng. To itreo. 6V. Stornunii, 
Stronnumi. 


ADVERBS, ETC. 

.•{rm*. A. Gr, A priv. (before voweb An). 
San$. So. Gr. Ed. 

Sant. Du#. Gr. Dys. 

.Srine. Che. Gr. Te. L<U. Que. 

•San*. Na, No. Lot. Ne, Non. A wj. No. 
Sant. Chit (in comii.). Lot. Quid. Or. Ti. 
•San*. Nanu. Lat. Nontic. 

Sant. Pnibhitc. Gr. Proi. 

.San*. Pura, IHirata*. Gr. Pro, Protcro*, &c. 
Sant. Punar. Gr. Palin. 

Sant. Pura. Gr. Palai. 

•San*. Alam. Gr. Halia. 

Sant. Hya*. Gr. Chthea. 

Sant. Adya. Hind. Aj. ImI. ifodie. 




A, lUMc to UlviU and paSatal 
oolourmjf, p. 4^9. 
Ahhi<l}uiniiakii*Ua*aatra, 20 $, 209. 
AdAin, WiUiaiu, 24. 

Ade«a, or IHviim Command, 90, 98, 
108. 

Adi Hr&hma Hamftj, 58, 92, 106. 
Aethiopio a)pliai>vt, 479. 

A.'K of IDMO, 5. 

Aifni. igni«, 466. 

Albion <le»crtitnf Groo c e, 416. 

Alice, l*rinc'f*. 471. 

-Iif-r kindnoM U» Bimtsa, 472. 

-her religious views, 472-474. 

— — her 474. 

AlbFathcr, the, 10. 

Alphaljel. Ix'|wiu«* sUndard, 482. 

— Max Muller*! MMsinnai^r, 4H2. 
Alton IxicVe, 372. 

Auecdota Os««nieiiiiia, IhiddhUt 
text* In. 188. 

Anhall-scmg, 423. 

Anqtietil I^uperron, 320. 

A|»p«l, 423. 

Arabic, Mold*! reporti on, 298. 
Archasdogical Institute at liomc, 

. 334- 

AriWt, Prince and Princeef, 403. 
Amini and Brentaao, popular wmgt, 


389 , 409 - 

Aryans, the North-Wesiero, 10. 
7- South-Kastem, 10. 
Arva-SaiiiAj, 92, 167, 181. 
Athi-dahaka, 278. 

Aaiatie Reaeamie!, 240. 
AMyriao inaoripticHna, 387, iKS. 
•p aculpt«r«% 388. 

AtmA, 104. 

Atterbom, Swcdldi poet, 391. 


EX. 


Aytona, trandallon of W. Muilor'. 
•ong on K. Kmanit, 400. 


BABYLOX .mi Nineveh, in«cri|f. 
tione nt, >91. 

HHbvIonUn nl^nhet, tfa. 

Knnka UImhU dUlecin, 4,1. 
Iluolow, the padn^mxiie, 417. 
Kehi.ton, Irilinguni iiut^ntiont of, 
>*4.187. 

— aouipttirea of, 388. 

IWIbfounding at Uteaiau, 430. 
llenfey, Tlieodor, 438. 

— hia first work, 4*38. 

— hia Kanakrit stiidiea, 439, 46P. 

— his Panisrhatantra, 460. 

— his )f(lu*ry of Science of I.an- 


p]a',;e in (iarmany, 463, 490. 
lienlley, dislike of (Vdebroohe, 339. 
liemays, a 7 7. 
lieyond, tlie, 9, to. 

Bhagvai (»«eta. the, 237. 

BhArata Arraina. 77 . 

Boockh, 400, 427. 

Bo7htlingk wid Ib>tb*a Banakrlt 
Dictionaries, 301. 

B«>iu*a disooveri«« at Khoraahad, 
289. 

'— Monuments de NinWe, 290. 

Mart, J9S. 415. 
BrAbma-dhanna, 4I. 

Brihm* nuirring*. the ftnt, fk 

— rite*, 109- III. 

— Marriage Bill, 77. 

— MMoaary Owfrrenoc, 94. 
BrUunmMalM, >,4. 

Brtbnn-iiMnAi, >{, 27 , 37 , ig, 90 , 

9>, 96, 106, 143, 130,1*1. 
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Br&ltom - Sikm&J,'{nwnoanoed' tbe '| 
T«da ttbt of laperbaman origrin, 
40, i8*. 

djitei in biitofy of* 87 . , 

— a monotbeivtio eboroh, 151. 

— a religion and a obnreb, 15a. 

Braiunaio Covenant* 38 41. 

Br&hma»a«, the, ao, *46, 249. 
Brookbaiis, Hermann, 451. 

— attended Orientaliit Congreu in 

London, 452. 

— bia most im^tant work, 45a. 

— bie work ae rrofeeaor, 453. 

— eervioeerendered by, to philology, 

453 - 

Buddha Aniitftbba, 183, 2I4. 
Buddhiit text*, 186. 

— Chinese translations of, 186. 

— literature, 187. 

— origin of Indian fables, 460. 
BUhler, Dr., 452. 

Bunsen, 313. 

— memoirs of, 314. 

— his birth, ^17. 

— his education, 318. 

— travels with Astor, 319, 417. 

— his longing for the East, 320. 

— stay in Holland, 322. 

— in Denmark, 323. • 

— goes to Berlin, 323. 

— to Paris, 325. 

— works at Arabic and Persian, 

3 » 5 - 

— goes to Italy, 326. 

— Ids marriage, 328. 

— becomes Niebuhr’s secretary, 


330. 

— Chargd d'Afbdrss at Rome, 331. 
V— his interest in ecclesiastical 

matters, 333. 

— the Prussian legation at Rome, 


33 .V 

— bis friends at Rome, 333, 480. 

— bjjs Hymn and Prayer Book, 334. 

— studies hieroglyphics, 334. 

— leaves Rome for Engln^, 334. 

— life in England, 335-338. 

— Prussian MinisterinSwitserland, 

338- « 

— second visit to England, 339. 


Bunsen, appointed Prussian Envoy 
in England, 343, 437. 

— works written in England, 346. 

—itisit to Oxford, 346. ' 

bis orthodoxy doubted, 347-349. 

— his many friends, 348. 

— bis feelings towards the Pusey- 

Hes, 349. 

— his love for the king of Prussia, 

350. 

— his faith in Prussia, 353. 

— loss of political influence, 354. 

— resigns and settles at Heidelberg, 

356. . 357 - 

— bis Bibelwerk, 357, 358. 

— last visit to Berlin, 358. 

— death, 359. 

— amount of work achieved by, 

359. 3 <>o. 

— his great influence, 364. 

Bunyiu Nanjio, 182. 

— sent to England, 185. 

— studies at Oxford, 185. 

— prepares Catalogue of the Tripi- 

taka, 187. 

— his life in Japan, 190-204. 
Biirnonf, Enghne, 278, 283, 300. 
Byron, Lord, 418. 

CAIRD, Dr., his doctrine and the 
Upaidshads, 104. 

Caste, 2440. 

— Colebnx>ke on, 248-250. 

Castes, different, 246. 

Castrbn, 455. 

Catholic Snmaj, 78, 83. 

Caucasus, Hchiefner’s studies on the 
languages, 454. 

Chinese, Mohl’s reports on, 299. 

— poem, 205. 

— translations of Buddhist texts, 

186. 

Christ, humOitv of, 124. 

Christianity, distinction between, - 
and otter faiths, 120. 

Church of the Future, 345, 346. 
CTlassen and Niebuhr, 439. 

Code of Gentoo Laws, 244. 
Cotebrooke, T. H., 228. 

— on the Vedas, 39. 
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(.^olebrouke, (iMiixlvr of SMskrit , 
■eboUnbip, ai^, aja. 

— hk ffihor, a33. 

— go«a to Indio, 833. 'r ' 

— view of the vernaealera, 

— tobeme tor govemiog India^ a35. 

— eetilee et iSrliiit, a3$. 

— Orienul (todies, 336. 

— aoienttfio, (36. 

— not liteoiry, a37. 

■ ~ tnuufened to Porneoh, 338. 

— letters to his father, a38-a40. 

— studies in pbltosopby, 041. 

— 6rst pnjier present^ to Asintie 

Hocietv, (41. 

— removed to the jodicial service, 

a43- 

— settles near Benares, 344. 

— translalrs Jagann&tba's l>igest, 

MS- ^ 

Essays, 4c., 345. 

— views on Caste, 346. 
diplomatic mission-to Nagpur, 

351. 

— contributions to the Asiatic 

Kesearohes, 351, 356. 

— Sanskrit Oranuuar, 35a. 

- President of the Court of Ap- 

jieal, 356. 

— of the Aristic Society, 356. 

~ studies the Veda, 357. 

— Member of Counril, 36t. 

— marriage, 361. 

— returns to England, 363. 

his Oriental workb, 363, 363, 
365. 

- presents his M8B. to the East 

India Company, 363. 

— Royal Asiatic l^iety, 364. 

— death, 366. 

Collet, Miss, 34n., 7a, 89, 106,149. 
Communion of Haints, 90, 98. 
('•unparstive mythology, mat glim* 
merings of, 340. 

Com|>arative philology, Colebrooke's 
studies in, 353. 

Cornelius, 341, 

Crimean War, 356. 

CriUc, tbnheart, not the head alone, 
makes the tme^, 40a. 


Cnnelfom iasoriptfens, 483-384. 
Cureton’a Ignatins, a^ 
durUus, G., 433. 

Cutdi Bebar marriage, 78, 86, 97, 
9^ 107, 114, 148. 

-letters on, 88-89, I07-i>i- 

Caoma do KSroa, 330, 453. 


D changed to L, 489. 

Danes and Gemutns, 437. 
Iktya-bhAga, 361. 

Daykoanda Sarasvatl, 03, 167. 

— hia Mief in the Vedas, 168, 179, 

180. 

— autobiography, 171 a. 

— bis early training, 173. 

— bis early doubts, 173. 

— leaves his home, 173. 

— studies the Yi^fa phiUwopliy, 176. 

— bis ascetic life, 177. 

— bis orthodoxy cinestione*!, 179. 

— bis publications, 180, 183. 

— bis death, 180. 

Debendranith Tagore, 37, 40, 83, 

84. 9 '. 9 *, «oj> 'S»- 

— sends Bribmans to Benares, 40. 

— his duotmues, 43, 59, 153. 

— retires to the bills, 53, 38, 134. 

— friendship with Kesbub Chun- 

der Hen, 34. 

— psrts with Kesbub Cbunder Sen, 

58. 83- 

Dekbaa Tales, Miss Freer's, 433. 
Dessau, birthplace of W. Muller, 

404- 

Deva, 118. 

Dbarma-sabbk, 35. 
DbarmasaUgraba, 31 3. 

Digest of Laws, Colebrooke’s, 355, 
360. 

Discoveries made at risk of mistakes, 

484- . _ 

DvkrkAnkth Tagore, 1, 37. 

— joins the Brihroa-.Samsj, 38. 

— in Paris, 40. 


EDUCATION must ht natimisl 
and nnsectarian, 441. 
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Egypt’* Ellice in Hiatory, Bunsen’*, 

346. 

England’s i^orance of German 
aims, 35a. 

Englisb IMotioiiary, new, 5. 
Erdmannsdorf, 407. 

Erscb and Gruber, Encyclcq>aedla, 

40a. 

Essays on the Religious Ceremonies 
of the Hindus, *45. 

Eugubian Tabies, 478. 


FAITH, 163. 

Father, God as a, lao, lai. 

Feridun and Fredun, 378. 

Finite, the, 164, 166. 

FleisoW, Professor of Arabic, 436, 
476. 

Fouoaux’s Life of Buddha, 301. 
Frederick the Great, his view of the 
Nibelung, 403. 

X'rederick William IV, 363. 
Freischtkta of Weber, 413 «. 
Fresnel, M., 394, 393, 398. 

Fiirst, first, 30. 


GENTOO, 344 n. 

Gerlaoh, Professor, 423., 

German Symposium, 390. 

Germans in America, 430. 

Germany, what its smaller States 
have done fur, 433. 

Gladstone, Bunsen’s love for, 336. 
God, names for, 119. 

Goethe, W. MttUer visits, 419. 

— stumbling over the roots of the 

trees he bad planted, 489. 
GoldstUoker'a Sanskrit Dictionary, 
30 «. 

Oorresio's R&mAyaaa, 301. 

Greece, warble from, for W. Muller’s 
monument, 406. 

Greek Grammar, 234. 

Greek, revival of, 330. 

— Songs, W. Muller’s, 387, 393, 

-some suppressed, 394. 

Grieehisohet Wuraellexloon, Ben- 
fey's, 

Grimm, Uts nrothers, 401, 408. 


Grotefend, 2S3. 

Guizot, his patronage of Oriental 
studies, 300. 


HAGEN, von der, 401. 

Hainaduu, inscriptions of, 384. 
Hardenberg, 440. 

Harms, 443. 

Haupt, 477. 

Hermann, Gottfried, 434, 447, 477. 
-M. M. a member of his semi- 


nary, 435. 

Hermes, sod. 

Hibb:rt Lectures, M. M.’s, iiS. 

158, 160, 161, 166. 

Hiuiyaritio inscriptions, 394, 397. 
Hinoks, Rev. E., 393. 

Hindu ngrioulture, 339. 


— philosophy, 341. 

Hodgson, B. H., 186. 

Honioke, Dr., 434. 

HorA, 336. 

HoHaeus, Dr. W., 404, 433. 

Hhtan, the priest, 306. 

— copies the Mi®, in the teinplo 

at Nara, 308. 

— his works, 309. 

Hundred Greatest Men, 30. 
Hydriot, the little, 417, 420. 
Hypatia, Kingsley’s, 36S. 


IDOLS, 31, 33. 

Ignatius, Bunsen’s, 346. 

India, despised by Europeans, 103, 
105. 

Indian literature. Mold s attentiofi 
to, 301. 

Indian Ileform Association, 77. 
Indian Keformatiun, 4. 

Indian Thsista, their opinion of 
Christ, 75-77. 

Infinite, the, 163, 163, 164, 166. 

— or Indefinite, 163. 

— sensuous impressions suggest the, ■ 

165. 

Institut de France, its oppoeit on 
to Napoleon, 3^. 

jagannAtha, 34. 

— the Pandit, 344. 
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JagmnnAUtt, hii digvit, 344. 

Jean Pan), 419. 

Jeru-utl^m, Biuoprie, ,439. 

Jonea, Sir W., 368, 369, 370. 
Journal Aaiatiqur, MiAl’a r^rta 
In, 373, 373 n.. 381. 

J uggemaut, 3^ * 

KANAUES, K., 400. 

— Prime Miniater of Ureece, 400. 

— bi-i death, 400. 

Kandjur, the, 433. 

Kant a philoaophy, 160. 
KalhA-aarit-aAgara, the, 453. 

Kenjiu Kaaawara, 3il. 

- 0"mos to En^^land, 311. 

— hie death, 313. 

— viaitt Ceylon on hia voyage home, 

319. 

Kemer, J., 418, 419. 

Keahnb Cbuoder ^‘n, 49,83,92,103. 

— hja family, $<>. S>- 

— hia hoyhooti, 51, 52. 

— love of acting, 53. 

— Eiigliah atudiea, 52, 53. 

— hia marriage, 53. 

— joina the Hribna-.SamAj, 53. 

— abjurea idolatry, 54. 

— friendahip of DcbciidmnAlh Ta¬ 

gore, 54. 

— clerk in Bank of Bengal, 55. 

— reaigna clerkaliip, 55. 

— ex|>elled from hia family, 56. 

-- champion of the Brkhma-.Samtij, 

36- 

— nvea up the Sacred Tliread, 58. 

— diamiaaed by IteljendranAth Ta¬ 

gore, 58, 03. 

— hia eloquence, 59. 

— doctrinea held by, 63, 153. 

— devotion to Chriat, 64, 118. 

— practhsal refonna, 6 ^. 

— and OebendranAthTagtov, differ¬ 

ence between, 65. 

— hia influence for good, 67, 9$. 

— hia conception of prayer, 70. 

— — of inapination, 71. 

— viaita England, 73. 

— interview with Dr. Pnaey, 73, 

101. 


Kethub Chunder Sen, uiarriage of 
hia daughter, 78, 97, 107, 148, 

• 56 

— hia view of all religiona, 80. 

— death, 84 

— hia »o-eaIled vagariea, 154, 157. 

— peraecution of, 93. 

— on the Trinity, 126. 

Khoraabawl, Botta'a diaooveriea at, 

389. 

— M. Place at, 393. 

— treoaurea front, loat, 395. 
Kingaley, Charlea, 363, 369. 

— hia wide-aprcad influenoe, 370. 

— Cbartiat aympathiea, 372. 

— horror of alavery, 373. 

— viewa on the war of 1S66, 373, 

.d 74 - 

— on the Franco-Oerman war, 374, 

378- 

— hia modeaty, 379. 

— and Newman, 380. 

— hia death, 382. 

— hia funeral, 384. 

Knaben Wunderlnnn, Amim ami 
Brentano’a, 3H9, 409, 

Kiimcr, Tbc<Mlor<*,»40^ 408. 
Knyunjik,al>ayar<l at, 392, 394. 
Krt'tagna, .Sk. grateful, 424. 
Kruaigk, von, 423. 

Kahatriyaa, the, 34h, 349. 

Kuhn, Adallicrt. 

— ZuriiltcatenGeachichlederlndo- 

gemianitchen Votker, 463, 

— hia viewa of Folk-lore, 464. 

— on mythological Uamea, 466. 

— hia lieraiikunft dtw Feuera, 467. 
■— hia fahmeaa aa editor, 468. 

LACHMANN, 477. 

Language, Science of, 7. 

Daaaen, 283, 285. 

—- Indian Antiqnitiea, 301. 

Lattin, biatorical method of atodying, 
449 - 

Layard. 28^- 
Le^ua, litchard, 473. 

— — hia flrat diaaertaUott, 478. 
on varioua alpl>abeta,*47^ 

— letter to lioaellini, 48^ 
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Lepsiuii, in Borne, 480. 

— expeditions to E^pt, 481, 483. 

— his chronology of the Egyptians, 

481. 

— Egyptian mnseinn in Berlin, 481. 

— standard alphabet, 483. 

— Nubian Grammar, 483. 

— librarian at Berlin, 483. 

Lewis, Sir 6. C., his squib, 478- 

480. 

Lind, Jenny, and the Sohbne 
MttUerin, 438. 

Loftus, 289. 

—' his work at Susah, 394. 

London Protocol, the, 350. 

Lotze, 493. 


MAHISHYA, a, 347. 

Mahrattas, 334. 

Maim&nsaka philosophers, 338. 
Man, age of, 5. 

Maria, Polly, 466. 

Martin, Bir Theodore, 395 n., 411 n., 
4i7». 

— Sir W., 433. 

Max Miiller, speech at Dessau, 
430. * 

Mayence, fortress of, W. MtiUer’s 
song, 393. 

Median and Babylonian inscriptions, 
385, 386, 389, 391, 393. 
Melanesia, Pattison's work in, 431- 


433 ' 

Melanesian dialects, vocabularies 
of, 433 - 

Meteoric and diurnal ohan^, same 
actors conoeraeil in, 406. 
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-Beautiful Miller’s Daughter, 
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431- 
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-the unveiling of, 404. 
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-Schwab's description of, 409. 
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— — his death, 419. 

-marched to Paris, 433. 
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Masnad, old Aetbiopie writiog, 
479 - 

Hjrthokigical name*, 465. 
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* 43 , > 50 . 
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— his mother, 33, ■ 

— religious views, 34. '' 

— letter to Mr. Gordon, 45. 

— his parents, 46. 
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a8g. 

— paper on the Behistim inscrip- 

uon, ago, aga, 394. 
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Rosen, Friedrich, 39. 
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— letters traced to Semitic originals. 
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Sohlegel, 320. 
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Sci«nc« of Beli^oii, 8 . 

Srir, the true, 11, i j. 

Seiuuod* iim>r«Mioiia Mil tli« In' 
fiiiito, 104. 

Sbib N&meli of Flnluai, >73, } 0 }. 

— traniUteil by Mobi, .170, 177. 

— iinportMoi> of, 178. 

Shin-ibiu tect, 183, 184. 
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— did be lielievo in miracle*? 137. 
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Sadra claae, 246, 249. 

Sukhiratl. l.'<2. 

SukhAvatbvydha, l8j. 

Suttee, 23, 26. 

Syriac and Coptic MSS., 298. 
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Tantra*, 42, 42 a., l8t. 

Tatar*, heroic dodu* of the, 455. 
Tattra-bmlhinl SabhA, 37. 
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ThraAtaona, Zend, 278. 
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Tripifaka, or Tbne Baaket*, 187. 
Troyer’t RA^ataranginl, 301. 


UHLAND, 418. 

UmbriM ina^ption*. 478. 
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U|iattl*bad*, 20, 2t, 42, 104. 
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Voytey'a attack on Keabub Chun- 
■ler Sen, 88, 94, 93. 
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Wcbi-r, Kr M. von, friend of W. 
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Weaaentjcrg, H. von, 439. 
Weitergaard, 287. 

— caaay on 31 e<iian inacriptiona, 

289. 

White leitua Sect, 184. 

Wilkin*' Bhagvat Qtrela, 237. 
Winkvimann, 407. 

Woepko, 301. 

Wolf, 401, 408. 

WulfenbiitM FratpnenU, 443. 

YOGA, 176, 176 ». 

Youth, the majority of the world, 
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YpailMti, A., 417. 
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Frederick llic Gresil. 

Ixsrd Bacon. 

Crokers Hoswcll's 
Jtrfinson. 

HaJlam's Constitu* 
tional History. 

Warren Hastings 
(3rf. swd., 6d. cl.). 


I-ord Clive. 

The Eiirl of Chat 
hamriwo Essay.s). 

Ranke amJ (»lad 
stone. 

Milton and Nfachia- 
velli. 

I.A)rd Byron^and The 
cromic Dramaii.MA 
of the Restoration. 


Tm> Em j '<k Till Roman Rkpcfi.ic: 
a Si,..ft l!i‘-i<»iy of ihr* Last Century 
of tli«- i oiiinumwealtl) i^tno., ys. 69, 

Montaguo. The I i>mkn rs of Eno 
I isn (ossirri |hNai. Hi wofy. from 

th«‘ I’-irla-sj^ l ime lo tin* IViMot Day. 

By E. ('. .M«).N rAr;t;r. M, A. t rownSvo.. 

y. 6 -/. 

O'Brien. --Irish Idkav KKrxiKTBH 
AniiRKssKs. By Wii.i.lAM O Hkirn. 
M. P. ( r. 8vo, at *Mi. 

Prondorjraet.- Irei.am> ivtm the 

Kkstoration T»> IHK RKVOI.UTION, 
By joHN J'. PME.M)EK<iART. 
Anil-orof ■ 1 !-• 1 .Sciilrinent 
in Irrlanrl*. 8vo.. 

Seebohm. - I mf. E.s*;»jsh Vjlla<;» 

C<jMV|i NJTV Exam ri'd m its l<< )ai'oi)x 
to the .M.'ntJii.iI and I ulmJ .Systfiirs. iff*, 
By EreiiFRH.Sfkir/hm. With ijMap* 
and l*lales, 8vo. i6>. 


Miscrllahrous Writings aniC 
Spkechss. 

Popular Edition. Cr^ 8vo.. as. 6d. 
ORrinet Edition. Including Indian ! 
Penal Code, Lays of Ancient Rome. ! 
and Miscellaneous Poems. 4 vots. { 

Past 8va. a4«, I 


Sharpe. - lv<).SI>t>N ANDTHF. KiNGtXJ'M; 
a History derivesl mamly from the 
Archives at Guildhall m ihc custody of 
the < orporniion of the < Jiy of Lonmm. 
By Reginald R. SiiARFFaD.C.L., Re- 
Clerk in ihc Office of the T^owo 
Clcfk of the City of Ixindon. 3 voS. 
Svo. Vbb. I. and II., icu. dvf. eadi. 
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History, Politics, Polity, Political Memoirs, kc.—continued. 


Sheppard.— Mbmokials or St. 
James’s Palace. By the Rev. 
Edgar Sheppard, M.A.. Sub-Dean of 
the Chapels RoyaL ' With 41 Plates and 
3 Illustrations in the Text. 3 Vols. 
VO, 36j. net. 

Smith. —Carthage andthe Cartha¬ 
ginians, By R. Bosworth Smith, 
M.A., Assistant Master in Harrow 
School. With Maps, Plans, &c. Cr. 
8vo., jt. bd. 

Stephens. —A Historyoptiie French 
Revolution. ByH. MorseStephens. 
Balliol College. Oxford. 3 vols. 8vo. 
Vols. I. and Tl. i8r. each. 

Stubbs.— History op the University 
OP Dublin, from its Foundation to the 
End of the Eighteenth Century. By J. 
W. Stubbs. 8vo., tar. bd. 
Sutherland. —The History op 
Australia and New Zealand, from 
1606101890. By Alexander Suther¬ 
land, M.A., and George Suther¬ 
land, M.A. Crown 8vo., ar. 6<f. 


Todd.— Parliamentary Government 
IN the British Colonies. B/Alpheus 
Todd, LL.D. 8vo., 3011. net. 

Wakeman and Hassall.— Essays 
Introductory to the ^Study op 
English Constitutional History. 
Edited by Henry Oppley Wakeman, 
M.A., and Arthur Hassall, M.A. 
Crown 8vo.", 6s. 

Walpole.— Works by Spencer Wal¬ 
pole. 

History op England from the Con- 
CLU.S10N OP the Great War in 
1815 TO 1858. 6 vols. Cr. 8vo.,6r. each. 
The Land op Home Rule; being an 
Account of the History and Institu¬ 
tions of the Isle of Man. Cr. 8vo.. dr. 

Wylie.— History op England under 
Henry IV. By James Hamilton 
Wylie, M.A., one of H. M. Inspectors 
of Schools. 3 vols. Crown 8vo. Vol. 
I., 1399-1404, lor. 6//. Vol. H. 15s. 
Vol. 111 . [/« preparation. 


Biography, PerBonal Memoirs, ac. 


Armstrong.-T he Life and Letters 
OP Edmund J. .Armstrong. Edited 
by G. F. Aumstron*. Fcp. 8vo., ^ s . 61 . 

Bacon.- Letters and Life of 
Francis Bacon, including all his 
Occasional Works. Edited by J. 
Spedding. 7 vols. Svo., 41. 

BagehOt.—BtOCRAPHICAI. STUDtES. 
By Walter Bagehot. 8vo., tar. 

Boyd. —Twenty-five Years of St. 
Andrews. 1865-1890. By A. K. H. 
Boyd. D. D. , LL. D. . Author of ‘ Reere.a- 
tions of a Country Parson.’ &c. 2 vols. 

Svo. Vol. 1 ., lar. V’ol. II.. 151. 

Carlyle.— Thomas Carlyle : a History 
.of his Life. By. J. A. Froude. 
1795-1835. 2 vols. firown Svo., 71. 

1834-1881. a vols. Crown Svo.. 7r. ^ 

Bras mUS.—L ife and Letters op 
Erasmus : aSeries of Lectures delivered 
at Oxford. By JamesAnthony Froude. 
Crown 8vo., 6 s. 

Fabert.— Abraham Fabert : Governor 
of Sedan and Marshal of France. His 
Lifeand Times, i,M9-i662. By George 
Hooper. With a Portrait. 8vo.,ioj. 6A 


Pox. —The Early History OP Charles 
J AMES Fox. By the Right Hon. Sir G. 
O. Trevelyan. Bart. 

Library Edition. 8vo., 181. 

Cabinet Edition. Crown Svo., 6s. 

Qranvllle.-THE Le tters of H arriet 
Countess Granville, 1810-1845. 
Edited by her Son, the lion. F’. Leve- 
SON Gower, a vols. 8vo., 321. 

Hamilton.— Life of Sir William 
Hamilton. By R. P. Graves. 3V0IS. 
15,. each. Addendum. 8vo.. 6rf. sewed. 

Havelock.-M emoirs of Sir Henry 
Havelock, K.C.B. By John Clark 
Marshman. Crown Svo. , 3,. 6rf. 

Macaulay.— The Life and Letters 
of I-xjrd Macaulay. By the Right 
Hon. Sir G. O. Trevelyan, Bart 
Popular Edition, ivol. Cr.8vo.,ai.6i<. 
Student's Edition. 1 vol. Cr. Svo., 6». 
Cabinet Edition, avols. PostSvo., lar. 
Libraiy Edition, n vols. Svo.. 361. 
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Biography, Personal Memoirs, Ao.— 

Iftarbot. —Tub Memoiss op THE Bason Sherbrooke.— Lipe and Lettemop 
DE Marbot. Tninslated from the ; Tim Kigiit Hon. Robert Ix)vv'K, Vi** 
French by Arthur John Butler, ' count Sheriiroc^kk. G.C.Ii., By A. 
MeA. Crown 8vo., 7/. 6</. I Patciiktt Martin. With 5 l^raiu. 

Montrose.— Deeds op Montrose : \ ^ * 3^- 

The Memoirs of James, Marquis op : Stephen.— Essavs in Krn ksiastical 
Montrose, 16391050. By the Rev. 1 Huk;rai'hv. By .Str Jamrs Stkimirn. 
George Wishart, D.D. (Bishop of j Croun 8vo.. 7/. 6*/. 

Edinburgh, 1662-167!^ Tninslated by ■ Vernoy.— Memoirs ok the Vkrnrv 
the Rev. Alexander Murdoch, F.S.A. j Familv di king the Civil War. 
and H. V. Moreland Simpson, 410.. j Comi ilH irum the I.etirrs and lUui* 
36L net. j irah'il by the I'oiiriUtsat t Jaydoii ilouar, 

Seebohm. —The Oxford Reformers j liueks. By Kkam i s PAKniPsoPK 


—John Colkt. Erasmus .\no Tihimas 
Moke : a History of their KeUow'U ork. 
By Frederic Skeiioiim. 8 vo., i4i. 
Shakespeare.— OiTi.iNKs <ik the 
Life of Shakesfeakk. By J. O. 


irabsl by the I'oiiraitsat t Jaydoii ilouar, 
liueks. By Francis PARniPNorK 
Vkrnky. With a iVelace by S. R. 
Gardiner, .M.A.. LL.J). With 38 
Ptrriiiius. WtxKltuis and Fnc-.s»mife. 
Vols. I. and II. k«iya! Hvo., 4^*. 

JVol, Ilf, /#» i'rtit. 


HALLiwK.i.L-Piiit.i.ifi's. Wiih mime- Walford. Twelve Knom.mi Author 


rous lUustrauons and )‘'ac*siinilcs. 2 
vols. Royal 8vo., u. 
Shakespeare’s Truk Life, By Ja.s 
Walter. Wiih 500 Illustrations by 
Gerald E. Moira. Imp. 8vo.. 20. 


kssks. By U B. WalioRD. (Vown 
8vi>.. 4J. ()(/. 

Wellington. -Like op ihk Dukkuf 
WFLLiM.roN. By lb‘* Hfv. G. R. 
Glkk;. .M.A. ( town Hvo.. 31- 


Travel and Adventure, the Colonies, &o. 


Arnold. —Works bvISir Fdwin ARsm.o 

K.C.I.R 

Seas and Land.s Wiih 71 IJiustra- 
tions. Cr. 8vt).. ts. 6,/. Che.ij- I-^li- 
tion. Cr. 8vo., 3J. 

Wasdf.R1S<i WoRl»''; Krprintrd from 
Pa|w*rs pubhshctl in / H< Daily iflf- 
/rtf/Aam! Forrignjouri5i*Isan«l .MaR.A- 
zines. With .15 Illustr.il}on9. 8vo.. 18/. 


Bent. Woiks by J. Thk<»dork Hknt, 
F.N. A., F. k (j S I'lnttnyrd. 
i'llK SAtno M I I rVi*F I HE Kiihopians; 
Iwing a Kixtyd of Travel and Re* 
s> :iM'h in yViysiinia in 1893. With 8 
PlatiV and 65 lllustratioti* in th« 

TrXL 8vo., laf. 

Boothby." On the Wallahv; or. 
liitougn ibe and Across Au*- 

tinb.c By Guy Hoothhv. 8vo., itti. 


AUSTI^M-IA as it LS. or Facts and , Brassey. VVoiltA by tlw Ule. LadY 


Features. .Skettlies .'ind Inridnit'- ot 
AustraliA and .Australian Life, , 

Notices of .New /.M’afnl Bv .\ t' lkkov- 
MAN. thllt's-u ye.vs icsidenl itl ti^e; 
intcMor 01 .New S.>uth Wale*. Crown; 
8 vo.. y. 

Baker.—Works l>y .sir .Sami-el Whiik j 
Baker. ' 

Eight Years in Cf.vi.on. Wnh 6 
Illusirations. 1 ro^n 8vo.. p. bd. 

The Rifle and thk Hound in < ev- 
LON. 6 lllMstratH.ns. Cr. 8vo., p. hi . 
Bent*—Works by J. Theodorf, Bknt, 
F.S.A.. F.R.tJ.S. j 

The Ruined Cities op .Mashona- ; 
LA.VD: beioga Reocjftl of Esreavation 
and Exploration in *891. With Map, 
13 Plates, and 104 Xllustratiocis in the 
'I^L Cr. 8 va, 7/. 6*f. 


iL: ASSKV. 

Ijji Last Vovagp. to India and 
Ausikalia in the ‘Sunueam*. 
With * harts and Mapit. and 40 Iliux* 
trati'-ns in M'm, • •• , ^nd nratly aoo 
Illu.*lratK'iis in ti'• J vr 8vo., at/. 

A Vf>VA<;K IN THE •.’M NI.KAM'; <JUR 
Home on the Ocean for Eleven 
Months. 

Lil^rary Edition. With 8 Mapn and 
( h.irts. and itS I)lt»traiion», 8vo., 

21i. 

<;aVam l ICdition. With Map and 66 
BlUiirations. (Town 8vo.. 7j. bd. 
Silver Library Ediiwm. with 66 
lUmUraiion^i. Crown dvo., y. 6/. 
Popular Edition. U'lth 60 lUuAtra*^ 
tion«. 4to , 6(/. #wed. u. ckHh. 
School Edition. WHh 37 niusUatuxML 
Ecp.. 2t. cloth, or y. white parch' 
oieoL 
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-continued. 

Todd.— Parliamentary 

INTHEBRITISHCOLONIES. ByALPHEUS 

Todd. LL.D. 8 vo., 301. net. 

Wakeman and Hassalk-^AYs 
Introductory to the .Study op 
English Constitutional History. 
Edited by Henry Ofpley Wakeman, 
M.A.. and Arthur Hassali., M.A. 
Orown 8vo.‘, dr. 


History, PoUtios, PoUty, PoUtioal 

ShOppard.—M emo^als of St. 
Jameses Palace. By the Rev 
Edgar Sheppard, M.A., Su^Dean of 
the Chapels Royal ' With 41 Plates and 
3a llluslr.-ilions in the Text. 2 Vols. 
ovo, ^Cs. net. 

Smith..— CARTHAGE ANDTHE CARTHA¬ 
GINIANS. By R. Boswokth Smith, 

M.A., Assistant Master m Harrow 
School. With Maps, Plans, &c. Cr. 

8vo., is. (d. 

SteDhen9.-A Historyopthe French 
R froi.uTioN. ByH. MorseStephens, 
Balliol College. Oxford. 3 vols. 8vo. 

Vols. 1 . and II. tSs. each. 

Stubha.— History ok the University 
OK DuiiI.IN, from its Foundation to the 
End of Ihe Eighteenth Century. By J. | 
w. Stubbs. 8vo,, tar. (si. 
flutherland.-THE Historv ok 
A ustuAi.iA AND New Zeai.and. from 
i6o6toi8-)o. By Alexander Sutiikr- 
lmsil M.A., and George Suther- 
I.AND, M.A. Crown 8vo., is. bd. 


Walpole.—Works by Spencer Wal¬ 
pole. 

History ok England from the con- 
CIvUSION OF THE GREAT WAR IN 
1815TO 1858. dvols. Cr. 8vo.,6j. each. 
The Land of Home rule; being an 
Account of the History and Institu¬ 
tions of the Isle of Man. Cr. 8vo., (ss. 

Wvlle.— History of Engi.and under 
Henry IV By James Hamilton 
WYLIE, M.A.. one of H. M. Inspectc-s 
of Schools. 3 V 0 IS. Crow-nBvo. 

1 1100-14041 loj. 6if. VoL II. isr. 

Vol. m. freparatsw. 


Biography, Personal Memoirs, &o. 


Armatronn.-TiiK Like and Letters 
OK Edmund J. .Armstrong, bdiwd 
by G. F. Armstrong. Fcp. 8vo., is. bd. 

Bacon.—L etters and Like ok 
^Francis IUcon, includin<i a' l his 
OCCA.SIONAL Works. Isditcd by J. 
Skedding. 7 vols. 8 vo.,Z. 4 +'- 

Bagehot.-BlOGRAPHICAL bTUJHRS. I 

By Walter Bagkuot. 8vo., lar. 

Boyd.—I'WKNTY-KtVK VKARS OK ST. 

ANDREWS, 1865-1^. .’’y V it'crea- 
BOYU, l).l>.. LL.U, Author of Rtcrca 
lions of a Couiury Parson, Ac. 2 vols. 
8vo. Vol. 1 ., I 2 r. \ol. 11 .. 15U 
Carlyle.-THOMASC arlyle; a History 
• of his Life. By. j. A. FroUDE. 
iTOS-iSl.V 2 vols. (..rown 8vo.. 7 J. 
r834-r8^i. 2 vols. Crown 8 vo.. 71. ^ 

BpaBmU8.-L.KE and 

Frasmus: aSeriesof Lectures.Uhvered 

at Oxford. ByjAMKs Anthony h koudk. 
Crown 8vo.. bs. 

Babert.—A braham Fabe^ ; Coy*™" 
of Sedan and Marshal^ ^^Gko^b 

Lifeand Times. 

Hooper. With a Portrait. 8vo.,jo«.o* 


Pox.—T he Early History ok Charles 
James Fox. By the Right Hon. Sir G. 
O. Trevelyan, airi. 


Libriuy Edition. 
Cabinet Edition. 


8vo., i8i. 
Crown 8vo., 


6 s. 


Granville.-T he Letters of H arriet , 
Countess Granville. 18101845. 
lidiied by her Son, the Mon. F. Lkvk- 
son Gower, a vols. 8vo..3ai. 

Hamilton.—l.iFE of .Sir Wii.liam 
Hamilton. By R. P. C“avks. ^ob, 
iSi. each. ADDENDUM. 8vo.,(>J. sewed. 

' Havelock.—M emoirs of Sir Henry 
i h1vk°.?k k, K.C.B. By JOHN CLARK 
I Marshman. Crown 8vo. , 31. Orf. 

1 Jiacaulay.-THE Life and 
' OK Lord Macaulay. By the Right 
Hon. Sir G. O. Trevelyan. Bart 
Popular Edition, ivol. Cr.8vo..aj.6.<. 
Student s Edition, ivol Cr.8vo.,6«. 
Caliinet Edition, a vols. PoslSva^ar. 
Library Edition, a vols. 8vo., 36». 
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Biography, Personal Memoirs, 4o.— 

Karbot.—TuKMKMoiRsorTMKBAKON Sherbrooke.-Ljnt and or 

DK Marbot. Translated from the TilK KioUT Hon. Robrrt IjOW«, Vl»- 


French by Arthur loii.s Butler. : 
M.A. Crown 8vo., 7J. W. 

Montrose.— Deeds of Montrose:: 
The Memoirs of J amf.s, Makouis of 
Mo.ntkose. i63q-i'-'5o. by ihe Kev. 
Georoe WisiiAitT, D.D. (Bishop o( 
Ed.iiburgh. I0l«-I!)7i\> Translated by 
theRcv. Al.IiXA.NDEK MurImx h.K.S.A. I 
and 11 . F. Moreland Simfson. 410.. ; 
361. net. ! 

Seebohm.— The Oxford Reformers | 
—JOHNCOI.ET, FRASMUS .sNO I IIOMAS 
Moke : a History of ibeir Fcllow-W urk. 
By Fredekic Skeikhim. 8vo.. i+r. 
Shakespeare. -Ourt.isKS of the 
Life of Shakf.shf.akk. By J. U. 
Halliwkli. I’mi.i.ii i-.s M nh nume¬ 
rous BUistr.aiions .ind i-’ac-similes. a 
vols. Royal 8vo.. /, I ir. 
Shakespeare’s Truk Life. By .Ias 
Walter. Wuh 500 Illustration^ by 
Gerald E. Moira. Im|i. 8vo . an 


cou.st Sherbrooke. G.C.U.. By A. 
Bah iiett Martin, Witlr 5 HortnUu. 
a vols. 8vo.. 3fu. 

Stephen.--E ssays in E<xt-ksia*ticai. 
BicRiHAFHY. By Sir Jauls .sikphen. 
t row u Bvo .. Tf. t>J 

Veriujy.—M e:moir.s of the Veeniy 
Family durim: thk Civil War. 
Crani'ilral from the la*Hert and lllita- 
tralral by the Follraits at t 'lavdon Houar, 
Bueks. By Fkam i s I’akthhsofk 
Vkr.skv. Wtih A Pii'f.usr by S. R. 
Gakdinkr, .\f..\.. I. 1 ..D. Willi 38 
I'orii.iits, WrKRlruts and Fac-simiie. 
Vols. 1 . and II. Koy.tl 8vo.. 441. 

iVol. 111 . /» Me /’rViJ. 

Walford. Tvsi i ve F,n..i.imi Author- 
FssFs. By I. B. Walford. Crown 

8vo.. 4J. M/. 

Wellington. Life, oe ttif Duke of 
\y'F,I.I.IM. I* iS. Bv the Kev. ti. R. 
Gl.Kiu. M.A. ( loan 8vo.. 31. 6</. 


Travel and Adventure, the Colonies, &o. 

Amold-WorksbySir EDWIN ArsoL,. Bmtt.^- W.^s 1^ 


i>EAS AM> I-ANDS. Willi 7 * inU'-lIH- 
tions. C’r. 8vo.. 7/. 6./. ( htMj* K‘Ji* 

tion. Cr. 8 \o.. y <>■/ 

Wandkkin<; WtiKi’S ; Hcprintt^l from 
l*i4jx'rs piililishecl in / /Jdtty ffU 

m'A I Vtfi^n I'HiniatJs ant! 

nnes. With4S lUiisir.tUons. 8vo.. i8i. 


I'M K sS ACil H »< 11V «>P l HK i U l< > 1*1 A Mu: 
l>rinK a kreord of Travel and Rc- 
an h in rM'yksinia in 1B03. With 8 
IMale# and 65 Illusiralioli* in tlw 
Trvt. 8vo.. i8j. 

Boothby.--ON the Wallaby; or, 
1 hroucTi ibe Fxst and Across Aus- 
li.il a. Bv OUY IkKilHMY. 8vo.. l8j. 


AU.STlViLIA AS I T IS, or Fads and 
Fealures, Skelrhes ;tnd Inr.dents oi 
Australia and Australian Fife. *tli 
Nolicesof Nesv/.'-.r'and Bv .\ ( I.FROS- 
MA.N thirl'en seals lesident m lia:, 
inierior oi New'Soulli Wales. Crown | 
8vo., y. 1 

Baker.-- Work 5 by Sir Samuel Wioik , 
Baker. 

Eight Years in Ceyi-on. Wai, o , 

Illusiraiion.s. < i..wn ovo., 3/. 6./. ; 


rassey,-'Works by Ibe lale LADY 
IlK.tSSEY. 

ill! Last Vovagk to India and 

At STRALIA IN THK •SuMiEAM’. 
Wall I baits ami M.ap«. and 40 lllus- 
tt.diori5 in Mo.. ■ and nemly aoo 
I'.bisIraiF.ns in ii •• 1 v 8vr»., -aij, 

A Voyage, in thk - .m siif.am'; Our 
Home os the Ucf.as for Ei.eyen 
Months. 

Library Edition. Wuh 8 Maps and 
< h.rris, and 118 Illiistralirm*. Svo.. 


The Riflf; and thk Hound in < ky- 1 
LON. 6 niuslialir ns. Cr. Svo. , 31. bf. j 
Bent.-Works by J. Thkodoei. Bk.st, . 
F.SA., F.R.G.S. i 

The Ruined Cities of Mashona- 
LA.ND : being a Record of K*cavation j 
and Exploration mtSpi. With Map. j 
IT Plates, and 104 Illustrations in the j 
TexL Cr. Bvo.. 7s. 6J, 


air. 

Cabmei Krhtion. With Map and 66 - 

lllusirabons. (Towm 8vo.. V- 
Silver labrary Edition. Wilb 66 
Illustraitons. Crown 8vo.. y- 6./. 
Popular Edition. With 60 lUastra-w 
tRins. 4to., 6f/. #wod. it. cloth. 
School Edition With 37 Illustnutona. 
Fcp.. ar. cloth, or 31. white parch- 
lUenL 
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Brassey.— Works bv the late Lady 
BR ASSRY~<r0»/2i2 ued. 

Sunshine and Storm in the East. 

Library Edition. With a Maps and 
141 illustrations. 8vo., au. 

Cabinet Edition. With 2 Maps and 
114Illustrations. Crown8vo.,7.f.6rf. 

Popular Edition. With 103 Illustra¬ 
tions. 4to., 6 d. sewed, is. cloth. 

In the Trades, the Tropics, and 

THE ' Roaring Forties’. 

Cabinet Edition. With Map and 220 
Illustrations. Crown 8vo., ys. 6 d. 

Popular Edition. With 183 Illustra¬ 
tions. 4to., td. sewed, if. cloth. 
Three Voyages in the ' StrsnEAM’. 

Popular Ivlition. 346 Illustrations. 

, 4t()., bit 


Montague.—T ai^es op a Nomad ; or, 
Sport and Strife. By Charles Mon¬ 
tague. Crown 8vo., 6 ^. 
Murdoch.— From Edinburgh to the 
Antarctic: An Aril-st’s Uotes and 
Sketches durin" the Dundee Antarctic 
Expedition of 1892-93. By W. G. Burn 
Muki) CH. With a Chapter by W. 
S. Bruce, Naturalist of the Barque, 
“ Balsena”. With 2 Maps. 8vo., i8i. 

Nansen.— Works by Dr. Fridtjof 
Nanskn. 

The First Crossing of Greenland. 
With numerous llluslrutions ami a 
Map. Crown 8vo. . ys. fvL 
Eskimo Life. Translated by William 
Archer. With 31 Illustrations. 8vo., 
i6j. 


Bryden.— Kloof and Karoo: Sport.' 
Legend, and Nrlural History in (.’aixj > 
Colony. By H. A. Bryden. 17 Hlus-! 
trations. Svo., 5^, 

Froude.—Work.s by James A. Kroude. 1 
Oceana ; or England and her Colonies. I 
With 9 Illustrations. (Jrown 8vo., j 
* as. Ixjurds, 2,r. 6</. cloth. j 

The English in the West Indies :! 
or the Bow of Ulysses. With 9 Illus¬ 
trations. ( -'r. Svo,.- 2J. bds., as. bti. el. 

HOWard.-I.lFK WITH 'fRAN‘'.-SlHERIAN ’ 

Savages. By B. Douglas Howard, ‘ 
M.A. Crown 8vo.. Ojt. j 

Howltt.— Visits to Remarkarlk 1 
Places. Old Halls. Battle-Fields, 
Semes illustrative of Striking Passages 
in English History and Poetry. Bv 1 
William Uowitt. With 80 iUustra -1 
tions. Oown Svo., 3^. 6./. | 

Blnlght. - -Works by E. F. Knight. ' 
The Cruise of the ‘Aekrtk': the' 
Narrative (if a Sc^arch for Treasure on \ 
the Desert Island of'Trinidad, a Maps • 
and 23 Illustrations. (>. 8vo., v b<f. 1 
Where Thkek Empires Meet : a Nar¬ 
rative of Kr'cenl Travel in Ka.slm»ir. 
Western Tiliet, Baltistan, l.adak. 
Gilgil, and the adjoining Countries. | 
With a Map and 54 Blu.strations. ' 
Cr. Svo.. ys, 6./. ' 

and Clutterbuok.—B. C. 1887 :1 
A Ramble im British Columbia. By i 
J. A. Lees and W. J. Cluttkrbuck, ! 
Anthora of * Three in Norway*. With I 
Mapand 75 Illustrations. Cr. 8va, 31. I 


Peary.— Mv Arctic Journal: a Year 
among lie-l-ield-; nnd T'vkitnos. By 
JOSF.l'IllNE Dn.UITSC:H-l*E.\KY. With 
19 IMates, 3 Sketch Maps, and 44 
Illiisiralions in the 'Text. 8vo.. lar. 

RockhilL— I hk Land of the T.amas: 
Notes ot a Journey throngh China. Mon¬ 
golia, and Tilx't. By William Wooi>- 
VH.LE UocKHiLL. With 2 Maps and 
6i Illustrations. Svo., 15^. 

Smith.— Ci.iMHiNG IN the British 
IsLi s. By W. P. Haskf-tt Smith. 
V’ith Illustrations by Ei.l.is C'arr. 

Part 1 . England. I ep. 8V0..3J. bJ. 
Part II. Walks. ^/« 

1‘art HI. Scotland. | Ai preparation. 

Stephen. — The I'i.aygkound op 
Europe. By Lesi.ie Srr.pifF.N* formerly 
IVcsident of the Alpine ('Inb. New 
F'dition, with A(Mitions nnd 4 Illustra¬ 
tions. C'rcjwn 8vo.. 6/. net. 

'TIIKKE IN* NORWAY. By Two of 
'Them. With a Map and 5.9 Illustra¬ 
tions. Cr. 8vo.. as. boards, as. 6 J. cloth. 

Von Hohnol. -Discovery OF Lakvls 
Ruik)I.f andStkfanie : A Narrative of 
Count Samuel Tklkkis Exploring 
nnd Hunting Kxixdition in F.astcTn 
E<ju.atorial Africa in 18S7 and iftCo. By 
Lieutenant Litiwig von H<.>HNEL 
With 179 llItLstmtions and 5 Mai'>s. a 
\*ols. 8vo..42r. 

WhlBhftW.—O ut of Doors in Tsar 
LAND; a Record of the Seeings anti 
Doings of a Wanderer in Russul ^ 
Krkd. j. Whishaw. Cr. 8vo., ys. td. 
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Sport and Pastime. 

THE BADMINTON LIBRARY. 

Edited by the Dukk of Bkawixikt. K.G.. ussiste.! by Ai.nicn E. T, Wat«om. 
ARCHERY. By C. ). 1x>nomas and = HCNTINU. By the UvKXtir Bkaurort. 


<^L H. \VAi.K<iSi>. With C'lmihbu* i 
tions ,by ^t^ss Lkgii and Viscount | 
DflxoN. Willi 195 lllosirauons. j 
Crown 8vo., toi. (ui. \ 

ATHIJiTICS and KOOTB.M.J.. By 
MONTAtiUK SiIFARJ^AS. Wslll 41 


Illlustmtions. 


». With Cimihbu* i K.G.. and Mowhkay NtouHis. With 
till and Viscount | Contributions l.y ihe Kami, or Suy- 
195 lllosirauons. ; roi k ano Hkkkmiikk, Kcv. K. W. L. 

1 Daviks. UitihV t:«.i LINS, and AbrKKLi 
KOOTB.M.l., By K 1 . Watsos. With BUiNtianona. 
rj#as. Wnli 41 rown evo.. loi 6.<'. 
s'n 8vo., lo.*. 6./. , Nt*H N I AIN I’.KKINi 1 . By i . 1 . Dhmt, 


BIG GAME SlIODriNG. By t . Pliii. • 
I.IPI'S WOI.I.KY, I*, c. SKLOt.'S. Sr. i 
Gi;o»gk I.in i.j:i)Ai.k. & c . With 150- 
HiU'ytrations. 2 vois., lOii. 6./. each. 

BO.Vri.N'G. By \V. B. WooiViATK. Wiih ^ 
an IntrcKluc*. on by the Rev. KOMiiso j 
Wakhk. D. D . and a Chapter on ' Row • | 
ing at Eton.’ by R. IIakvky NfA.stiN. I 
With <19 lUustnitions. t.'r. 8vo . ioj. 6./. ; 

COCkSlNG AND FALCONRY. By: 
Hamdim; Cox and the Hon. <ii:kAi.t>i 
Lascki.i.ks. With 76 IlSiLUiaiions. i 
Crown Kv«»., tot txl. | 

CRICK K l'. Bv A. (i. Si p:k 1. and the I!on . 
R. 11 . Lytiki.ioS. With < t>ntr*bu- t 
tions by .Anokk’.v I-AS<;. R. A U. Mir- | 
cniii-i-, W. (i. CH.\rK. .Old F. CfAI-K ! 
With 64 Blusimt;oio, Cr. 8vn* . lot. cy. j 

CYCLINCi. Bv Vi4(oi NT lU KV (ICatl j 
of Adym-irlr i. K.< M C».. .ind <i. 
Lacy ihi.uKir W ih 89 lllustra-I 
lions. Crown 8vo , lor. (>J. 

DRIVING. By the Dckk of Bkaufor r 
With 65 Ilhistr.dions. O. 8vo., ioj. 6./ j 

FENCINt;. I'.OXINCJ. AND WRI.si.; 
LlNti. Bv Wai.tkr 11. Boi.i.o* k. F. | 
C (*»kovk (Bkkvost. E. B. Mitr hkli., ' 


.s.i F. IVu.i.tK'K, icm . W M. Cunway, 
Doi.(;i.a.s FKKNiiKii:t it. t\ R. Ma 
niKWs. Ovc. With loH lUiisttations. 
( (fw n 8vtj , IOJ 

RAi !NG AND M J ElM-ICf HASING 
By thr F.AKI. <IF Sl FtOl.K AM) Bkmk 
MiiMK. W. G. Ckavi.n. Aunttm 
t'uVKSTKY. &c. With 1^8 lilu-strationk, 
('rown 8vo . to*. 6t/. 

RlDINCi AND BtlLO. By Captain 
RtUiKKT \\’K!K, I. MuWAV BhoWM. ll« 
Dckk of Bkacfokt. K.G . ilic Karl 
of SCFFOI k AM> BhHhSHIKF. *c. With 
SQ in-i*‘tia!i'>jis. Cr. 8v<),, loi. f>./, 

S!l» >(.> I lN(i By I>Md Wai siN<;i<AI<iMKi 
S<f RaI.FII i*AVNK GAI I.WKY. IWt- 
ilh t'c»nirjbulu.*ns by i/OKI» LoVA'i', 
L<‘KJ> C. L. Kf.kr, the lion. <». Las- 
r Kl I Ks. and A. j. Sti;akt-Wokti.ky, 
Vol. I. FirUl .tml I'oviMl. With io<j 
Ulustrations. (.‘ru’an 8vo., 101. <i«/, 
Vol. 11 . ;«?•<! Maffth. With 65 

inii'''»;4t»ons. < r Kvo.. lor. fxC 
SK A ri N(;. CC R f .1 NC .. rOBCKIA- 
M.NtL AND D l MKR B K SK>R I«. 
By J. M. HkA 1H‘ oIF.t . (i. Tkhhutt, 
1 , MaXWKI I. W'nilAM. the Hw. JoifN 
Kkmk. f>kMt>No Hakk. and Colonel 
Bfr K With 384 Biustratians. Crown 
8 vr).. lof, C)./, 


»nd VVai.tkk AKMStFoSf;. With 4a SWIMMINi;. llv AFriiiiiAi 11 S)n< 1 ai» 
lllustr.Uians. <'ro»n 8vo.. ioj 6^, iiii.l Wil.i.iAM ilFSKV. With 119 llUl»- 

ISHING. By H. CIIOI.MOSDRI.KV Bek-' ir.anons, Cr. Kvo. . loi. 6./, 

NF-t.i.. With Contriimtions fry th*’ TF.NNI.'^ LAVS'N IKNNIS. K.\C* 
Makqi.is of Exv.tkk. IlKSkv K ; C.^UI':TS, AND FIVES. By j M. and 


Illustrations. <*rown 8vo., ioj. 6j’, 
FISHING. By H. Ciioi.mosdf.i.kv Bek- 
NF-t.i.. With Contriimtions Irv th*’ 
Makqi.is of Exv.tkk. IIkskv K 
Fkascis. M.ajor jonN P. 'I kahf.hsk. 
G. CHKIsTOI'HEH D.\vie.s, K. B. .Mak 
STUN, &C. 

Vol. I. Salmon. 'Frout, and Grayling. 
With 158 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 
toi. 6d’. 

Vol.^ II. Hke and other Coarse r - 1 '. 
VV’ith 133 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 
tor. 6r/. 

GOLF, By Horacf. G. Hutchikvjn. j 
the Rt. Hofi. A. J^Bai.focr. M B.. I 
Sir W. G. Simpson. Bart., Lord Wki.k- | 
WOOD. H. S. Evckaro. Andrew 1 
Lang, and other Wnters. With 89- 
lUustrations. Crown 8vo., tor. 6 J. 


C <i. Hramdutf.. E. O. BI-EYDKIX- 
lv»! vvKiK and A C. AiyaHK. With 
< onmlmtions by the Hon. A. Lv itkIf- 
•n>s. W C. Mar&jiai.i., Miss L. Dod, 
A' With 79 Illustrations. C'.Syo., ror. 6^, 
YA< H riNt;. 

V*oJ. I. Cruising. Construction. Racing, 
Rules,Fitting Out, Ac, By-Sir KtiWAMD 
SUM.IVAN, Ban., I^jRD Brahky, 
K.C.B.,C. K, SETM-SMlTH,C.B-,Jke« 
With 114 IMusi. ^'r. 8iro., 

VoL II. Vatht Clubs. Yachtirw to 
America and tbeO>lonhe», Vavhtllai>> 
ing. Ac. By R. T. PmTCWitTT, tbe 
Earl or Onslow. G.CM.O., Ae 
With t95 lltoa Crown 8s'o., tar. tfA 
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Fur and Feather Series. 

Edited by A. E. T. Watson. 

THE PARTRIDGE. Natural History, 
by the Rev. H. A. Macpiierson; 

Snooting, by A. J. Stuart-Wortley ; 

Cookery, by George Saintsrury. 

With II full-page Illustralions and 
Vignette by A. Tuorbukn, A. J. 

Stuart-Wortlky, and C. Whymper, 
and 15 Diagrams in the Text by A. J. 

Stuart-Wortley. Crown 8 vo., 51. 


WILDFOWL. By the Hon. JoirN Sco'n - 
Montagu, M.P., &c. Illustrated by A. 
J. Stuart Wortlky, a. Thorhukn, 
and others. [/» prej'aratiou. 


THE GROUSE. Natural History by the 
Rev. H. A. Macpherson; Shooting, 
by A. J. Stuart-Wortley ; Cookery, 
by George Saintsbury. With 13 
Illustrations by J. Stuart-Wortley 
and A. Thorburn, and various Dia¬ 
grams ill the Text. Crown 8vo., o. 

THK HARK AND THE RABBIT. By 
the Hon. Gerald Lasceli.hs. &c. 

[/« preparation. 

THK PHKASANT. By A. J. Stuart- 
Wortley, the Rev. H. A. Macpherson, 
and A. J. Innes Shand. 

[//? preparation. 


Campbell-Walker.— The Correct 
Card: or. How to Pl.ay at Whist; .a 
Whist (-alcchism. By Major A. Camp- 
bkll-Walkek, F.R.G.S. Fcp. 8vo., 
aj. 6</. 

DEAD SHOT (TIIK): or, Sportsman’s, 
Complete Guide. Being a '1 realise on ^ 
the Use of the Gun, with Rudimentary 
and Finishing lessons on the An of 
Shooting (iame of all kinds, also 
(iame Driving, Wikl-Fowl and Pigeon 
Shooting, Dog Breaking, etc. By 
Mahksman. Crowr 8vo.. tos. 6d. 

ralkener.—fiAMK-s. Ancient and Ori¬ 
ental, AND lit)vv TO Play riiEM. 
By Kdward Falkknek. With nume¬ 
rous Photographs, Diagrams, &c. 8vo., 

31 . 9 . 

Ford.— The T'heory and Practice op 
Archkky. By Horace Ford. New 
Edition, thoroughly Revised and Ke- 
written i>y W, BuTT. M. A. With a Pre¬ 
face by C. J. l.ONGMAN, M.A. 8vo., 14J. 

Fowl© r.—R kcoi.i.kctions of Old 
C oUN i KY Life, Social, I'olitical, Sport¬ 
ing. and Agricultural. By J. K. Fowi.er 
(“ Ruslicus formerly of Aylesbury. 
With Portrait and 10 Illustrations. 8vo.. 
taf. 6^f. 

Francis.—A Ikx^K on Angling: or. 
I'reatise on the Art of Fishing in cv •• / 
Branch; including full Illustrated List 
of Salmon Flies. By Francls Francis. 
With Portrait and Coloured Plaie.s. Cr. 
Svo., isj. 

Hawker.—Tit^ Diary of Coi.onrl 
Peter HawK^er, author of *'Instruc¬ 
tions to Young Sportsmen With an 
Introduction by Sir Ralph Payne- 
Gallwky, Bart, a voir. 8vo., 3ar. 


L o n g m a n. —Chess Openings. By 
Fred. W. Longman. Fcp. 8vo., 2s. 6a. 
Maskelyne. —Sharps and Flats : a 
t omplete Revel.ition of the Secrets ot 
Cheating at Games of Chance and Skill. 
By John Nkvil Maskki.ynk, of the 
Egyptian Hall. With 62 Illustrations. 
Crown 8vo,, 6 s. 

Payne-Gallwoy. — Works by Sir 
Rai.ph I’AYNK-liAi.LWF.v, Bart. 
Letters to Voun<; Sh<.h)ters (First 
Scries). On me ( hoice and Use of a 
Gun. With 41 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 
7J. 6d. 

Lettersto Young Shooters. (Second 
SiTies). (.)n the Production. Preserva¬ 
tion, and Killingof (lAme. With Direc¬ 
tions in Shooting Wood-Pigeons and 
Breaking-in Retrievers. With a Por¬ 
trait of the Author, and 103 lllustra- 
! lions. Crown 8vo , i2,r. 6«/. 

I Pole. riiK Theory of the Modern 
j Soikntii ic Game of Whist. By W. 

I Polk. F. R.S. Fcp. 8 vo., 2.9. 6 t/. 
i Proctor. — Works by R. A. PKOtrroR. 
How TO Play Whist: with the 
Laws and ETtotETTK of Whist. 
Crown 8vo., 3J. 6./. 

Home Witist : an Easy Guide to Cor¬ 
rect Play. i6mo., ir. 

Ronalds. -The Fi.y-Fjsher's Ento- 
MOI.OGY. By Alfred Ronalds. With 
coloured Represcntaimns of the Natural 
and Artificial Insect. With ao Coloured 
Plates. Svo.. 14.9. 

Wilcooks. The Sea Fisherman : Com¬ 
prising the Chief Methods of Hook and 
Line Fishing in the British and other 
8efts. and Remarks on Nets, Boats, and 
Boating. By J. C.Wilcocks. Illustrated. 
Crown Svo.. 6 s. 




LONGMANS A- CO.'S STANDARD A.VD GANB/tAL WOKKS. 


Veterinary Medicine, &o. 

Works by JoHK Hbnkv Stkfi., PitEwyKrftm. -HonsF'* .\ni> Staw.f.*. 
^ Treat ls^; os Tim Diseases or the • IW Mitjor-r.<*nrr.tJ >ir K. I-iT/wyoKAM. 

Dog. E8 IDustraiions. 8vo.. loi. 6^/. ^ With 56 <>! tUuvtf^tionv 

A Treatise on the Dishasks or S\i\, aj. u/. n<-i 


THK Ox. W'iih 119 lUustraiJons 
8vo.. !«;/. 

A Treatise on the Diseases ok tiik 
S:iEi:i*. Willi 100 niusirAt'ons 8 vo . 
13 J. 


“ Btono1ieuKo.**--TME IVh; in Hkai.tm 
ANh Dim ^sk Hy ' Siom hkngk \ 
With 8^ I)iustr»non« K\.*.. 71 r.v/. 

YoUAtt.“ WorWtby Wii 1 iam YoUATT. 


OuTLiNKs or Equine Anatomy a The Morse. With namctou% Ulus 
Ntanual for the us^ of Virtennarv ti.ilions. 8vo.,7i. 6.f. 

Mmlrnts in ih^* DissfsrimK Koorn Thk D<Ri. \N'ith mimrrouH IIIusItm 
(! rown 8vo. 7J. 6 J. iion^. 8vo., 61. 


Mental, Moral, and Political Philosophy* 


/()(;/('. A 7 /A 7 V>AVr. 

Ibbott.- riiK Ki KMKNTS»>r Ix>Gic. By 

1 , K. Ahioii. B D. nnxo., y. 

VristOtlc. W.Hkshy. 

rilRpotirKS: <». IV'kkcr'-* (iff ck'r«’Xt 
of IWM>ks I.. Mi,. IV. VM. , ^^.’h n 
En|;li''h 'I'ranslntion by \\ . K b.‘ ‘i 
l.AMi, -M.A. ; and shi>il Inirotlu* (• : v 
Kssays bv A. LA.Nti. M.A. < Ulmi 
8vo.. 7J. o/. 

The Poin irs ; Iniroductorv I- .»v^ 
By Ani'RFW f.AS'i (fr<ini Ito'lntxl ,u'«l 
]-anK\ ‘ r«‘!.tu> I Cr. 8\o , ; tni. 

Tiik KthK S: l»i' k Tcxl. llln ti.Or.l 
with 1 ’..u-.\iul lU Sir Ai v.x 

AM'KR fiKANT. Hart, a vois. bvo . 
yis 

Tiik Nir oma*tie ss Knnr*;; N»-.n!v 

1 ran-'l.it^ d mt»> Hv Rot t.kt 

WiM.iAMS. Crown 8v(),. 7*. 

An Intkodi'CTHtn to ARivr* •he's 
Eihms. fVxjks I.-IV (Ikx)k X. c 
VI ix. in an Apitondix.l With a < on- 
tiiinniiv Analvs’s ancl Notr*s. Hy thr 
K'jv, K, Mookk.D.D. Cr. 8 vo..jo5.<x/. 

Bacon.- Works by VRASr IS Ha< on. 

CoMPl.F.TE Works. I dilcd by R. C. 
Ebl.lS. J. Si'EOOlMi. avd I>. D. 
Heath. 7 m.Is. Bvo .•'v,’ 

Tki'iEKS ANO TikK. mciudu.j^ aV, h.s 
occasional Work'.. EtJiicd by jAMES 
SpkddinG. 7 vo's. 8vo.,4j. 

Thk 1 ‘^saysi with Annotations. Hy 
klCHAMD WhATELV. l>. I>. 8vo. 
10/ <»/. 

The Essavs. With Introduction.Noire, 
and Index. By E. A. Arbott. D 1 >. 
a vols, Fcp. 8vo., 6 s. Tbe Text and 
Index only, wiiho&t Introduction and 
Notes, in One Volume. Fcp. 8vo,, 
ai. 67. 


/'.s iv //h/.h,;k. A/ c. 

Bnln. VSorks bv Alexanpek Bain. 

!,C.D 

Mrs r.M. Sc iKNc'r irowijftvn.. f>« 6/. 
Mor AI. S< IFNi K < r*«wii flvn, , 4.1. c^/. 
/^r tu-. :i..f 4 1 /.7»f Afj,/ *n I'wr 

XO.UtHB. /'TtiB i*»i. (nf. 

Senses ANiiTin Imi i i.ect. 8v.».,j5i. 
Kmoutins anptmi Wilt.. 8v<« . i5i. 
l.cw;n . tlM AM» Im >1 CTIVK. 

I'arf I , 41 I’.-TO II , r., (t,/ 

HhaoTK ai. I%s'*\vs I itiwn 8vo., -^i. 

Bray. Works ( iiAiJi Ks Bmav. 

ITik I’;oi oVVii iiv «*k .Nec kssitv. or 
Daw jfi MjikI as in Mattrf, i 1 
I MK l''l»t t ATIO.S op TIIK I'KKUNr;**: a 
Moral .''vsirrn for Sch<K>ls. I'rcmn 
8vo . a». (m/. 

Bray. F.i kmknts or Nfc*KAi.iTV. in 
1 ‘*-y D for Hornr ainl ScDkjI 

D-.ithinfif Ity Mrs. < hari.ks Bwav. 

( r. 8vo , Ic»./. 

Crozior. itviitsATioN anii Hyo- 
c;kess Hv mn Bkattik Cro/ikr, 
M.D. Widi ,\>w' I'rrfare, mote fully 
exp] onmir th^ nature c>f ih'* New 
non uv d m (h»* solution of :1s probirmx. 

8vn,. 14?, 

Davidson. The I/k.k (.f Drpim- 

TioN, Kxplainrd ami Apj)iip<|. By 
U IM lAM L Davtpson. M.A. < rowfi 
8 o ■ , 6s. 

Orotjn.— The Wctrksok '! iioma* Mill 
liPKKN. Fy.T'-rl liy R. E. Netti.esiiip. 
1. and n. i'hiIov>phicai Works*. 
8 vo.. |6i. each. ' 

Vo). III. MiscctUmcs. W*ith Index to 
the three Volume*, and Memoir. 8vo., 
2 t/. 




Ut %/>NQMASS 6* C 0 :s STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS, 

Mental, Moral and Politloal Philosophy— 


Heeini.— Thr Aryan Household : its 
Structure and its Development. An 
Introduction to Comparative Jurispru¬ 
dence. By W. Edward Hearn. 
8 vo., i6r. 

Hodgson. —Works by Shadworth H. 
Hodgson. 

Time and Space: a Metaphysical 
Essay. 8vo., i6j. 

The Theory of Practice : an Ethical 
Inquiry, a vols. 8vo., 24'. 

The Philosophy of Reflection. 2 
vols. 8vo., ai«. 

Hume. —The Philosophical Works 
OF David Hume. Edited by T. H. 
Green and T. H. Grose. 4 vols. 8vo., 
561. Or separately, Essays. 2 vols. 
a8j. 'Preatise of Human Nature, a 
vols. aSj. 

Johnstone.— A Short Introduction 
to the Study of Logic. By I.AU- 
RENr:E Johnstone. With Questions. 
(,'r. 8vo., aj. 6<f. 

Tones.— .Vn Introduction to Gene¬ 
ral Ukhc. By E. E. Constance 
Jones. Cr. Bvo., 42. 6./. 

ru8tinian.--T'HK I^jstitutks of Jus¬ 
tinian : Latin Text,, chietly tliat of 
Hustdiko, with English IfAroduction, 
Translation, Notes, and Summary. By 
Thomas C. Sandars, M.A. Bvo. i8j. 

Kant.— Works by Immanuel Kant. 
Critiouf. of Pkacticai. Reason, and 
Other Works on the rHK.oRV of 
Ethics. Traiuslaicd hy T. K. Abuott, 
U.D. With Memoir. 8vo.. tar. td. 
iNTRODUCriON to laXHC. AND HIS 

Essay on the Mistaken Subtiltv 
OF THE Pour Pigures. Transl.ated 
by T. K. .Abbott, atul with Notes by 
S. T. ( OLKRHRiK. 8vo., 6 j. 

KtlUok.-*H.\NDB(.x)K TO Mill's Sys¬ 
tem OF Lixtic. By Rev. A. II. KiL- 
LICK, M..\. Crown 8vo., 3J. 6J. 

Ij«dd.—Works by George Turnbull 
Ladd. 

Elements of Physiological Psy¬ 
chology. 8 vo.. atj. 

Outlines os' Physiological Psy¬ 
chology. A Text-Book of Mcr.tal 
Science for Academies and Colleges. 
8 vo., lar. 


Iiadd. —Works by G. T. Ladd. —«««/. 
Psychology, Descriptive and Ex¬ 
planatory : a Treatise of the Pheno¬ 
mena, Laws, and Development ol 
Human Mental I.ife. 8vo., aij. 

Iiewes.—T he Historyof Philosophy. 
from Thales to Comte. By George 
Henry Lewes. 2 vols. 8vo.. 322. 

MaxMuller. —Worksbyp'. MaxMOl- 

I.KR. 

The .Science op Thought. 8vo. , air. 
Thi!kk Introductory Lectures on 
THE Science of Thought. 8vo., 
ar. 6 d . 

Mill.—A nalysis of the Phenomena 
of the Human Mind. By James 
Mill, a vols. 8vo., a8r. 

Mill.— Works by John Stuart Mill. 

A System of Logic, t.r. 8vo., 3J. 6 d . 
On Liberty. Cr. Bvo., u. 4a'. 

On Representative Government. 
Crown 8vo., a.t. 

Utilitarianism. 8vo., st. 

Examination of Sir Whxiam 
Hamilton’s Philosophy. 8vo., t6r. 

Nature, the Utility ok Religion, 
AND Theism. Tliree Essays. 8vo. .51 

Monok.— Introduction to 1 -ocic 
B y W. H. S, Mo.sck. Crown Svo.. 52 

Sidgwiok.— Distinction ; and thi 
Criticism of Belief. By .Alfred .Sidg 
WICK. Crown Svo., 6r. 

Stock.— Deductive Iarhc. By St 
George Stock. P'cp. 8vo., 3». 6if. 

Sully.— Works by J AHES SULLY. 

The Human Mind: a 'Fext-book of 
Psychology, a vols. 8vo., au. 

Outlines of Psychol(x:v. 8vo., or. 

The Teacher's Handbook of Psy¬ 
chology. Crown Svo,. St. 

Swinburne.—P icture Logic: an 
Attempt to Popularise the Science ( I 
Reasoning. By Alfred J amks Swin¬ 
burne, M.A. With 23 Woodcuts. 
Post Svo.. 5r. 



[LOSGMAKS &• CO.'S STA.WAKD ANO GR.K’KKAL WOHKS. u 


Slluital, Moral and Politioal Philosophy— 


»#On--OUTUStS OK TIIK NROKS- 
l,AWS or Tholcht: a Trr.ui'e i 
{Pure ami Applied lv( ;;k. By WlL* ; 
II TnuiSM^s, D.I)., fcrmnlv l>‘fd 
bbis)i(.ip cf Yc«fK. IVvi Uvo,. ti 

bb. IMK Vkii. op Ims; 

Ay% on Idealism. Hy 1*. 1C. Wkhu. 

lOi. Cki/. 

^&toly.—Wt>^k^ liy k. W itviKi.Y, 

lUctiN'h ICssAVs Wnh AnnoUiioti, 
k. WHAThS Y B'.O . loj. 6 J. 
Ei.EMtNTSoK . ( r. 8 vi» , 4J, (xi\ 

EiKUKNTS Oh KMKTOkR. (t. 8 vo.. 
•hi. f)./. 

LKnsoSS on kEAS»>SIN<;. t v|‘. 3 v.- . 
n 


Z«ller.“WQik» by IV. Ki»\vA»!i ZKU 

IJCk. Pioleiisor m the Ui .vrruiy oi 
Brihti 

Tin: NTojo. KMcfkKAKs. A.sn S<ji.r 

TU h rransl.itrxl by the ke\ t ). j 

kKU HKl.. M .'X < town Hvn . 

OfTJ.lNES oh THh Ibstt'lcY op 

pHilOSOIMIY. by SAKAM 

K Abl-KYNK ;uul lAiiVN Aiovurr 
i town 8v<,> . i<»j (>.r 
I’l ATO AM) Till (.»l t>KK ArADKMV 
I by SAK\U F. v\l.l.l- YM', 

,tml Al hKi i* < »i»i 'loMN. 1 ’. A 1 H'v* n 

NO< K A n '' AM‘ I MK S* •( U \T ll. Si M(M it s. 
I'li.v ili«? kc-‘. I * ). Kh'hTtKl . 
M. A ( !•*« II 8vi».. ini, (v.y 


M.i.WALs 111' cMUoi.n rmi.osorliY. 

^ S/i'^Y.^un/ Sfr in ' 


A NtANfAl. OK I’i.iMTH Al- F.*<*nomv 
H y t. . S. IJKVAS. M.A I r, 8vo., Oi. fxi. 
First PHisrjpl.Ks Oh Ksuwi.kii^.i hy 
biMN Kl< KAHY. S i. t row:i H.o , t,j. 

‘ i! Nh KAI. Mk r Al’in nH s. ItyJoMNkb K- 
V 5 *V. S. I < I«'‘AT 1 O’.!)., 5 ^ 

Fo<;ir. Uykt<M \ <i) F < i m ki nI 
l rown 8vo., 5; 


MoKAI. I‘HIJ osol'MV I l‘l Mb's AM) NaI ' • 
KA!, l.AW I I'.v )<<’.» 1-H kb KAI‘\ . S j. 

( H\(* . c,i 

NaTI'RAI. lllhoMniV I'.V liKkNAl’O 
I'ohOI'h.K. N I, < Hvti , <<* f<J. 

ksVMIoloiiV Uk MbMAKl. MAIIKK. 

.N j I f!v.. . <>/ 


History and Science of Language, &o. 


>avldaon.- -I .paoiv; ashImtoktam 
F.noi.ish \V<)}{|''‘ F.xp!;i;nr<l .oui Ft- 
fnipUfiol. Hy XX'n.i.tAM 1 . 1 >a'vjj> 
*»o.s'. M A F‘p. 8 v'‘ ).i (>{ 

/arrar.- Fasm- aok anoFas'.i aofs 
Hy F. W. F'AHkAK, I) l.> . ^ K.S . <T, 
8vo., 61. 

Orahatu. Fn«vi ism svNONY)>**i. FIasvi- 

li«l and Kxpla m d : ixjih 
Kxcrcjs.es. Hy ti F. (iHAll AM Ff p. 
8vo., 6r. 

Max MUUer.— Works by F. Max 
VlPLLr.ii. 

Thr Scienck op Kasouaor. Foijfbk'd 
on l,«cturcs delivered at the koval 
Institution in 1861 and i86>. a volv 
Croxtn 8vo.. au. 

BIOGRAPHIKS op WpKOS, AM) TM» 
Home op the Anyas. Crown 8 to., 
yt. tid. 


Max Muller. Wrirks \iy F. Max 

Mi i.l I K •onrinucJ. 

I lfkFh Kh-r TI I KS ON TMK Si IKSf R 

Op I.AN<;rA);K, ash ns Pi.a< h in 
<»PS hP*t. riDfl ATIoN. d«*liver«-<l at 
tlxfurd. i8fV>. (.rown 8vo., 31. 

Roget. 'rilKSAUNUS OP ENOFISJI 
'Aohiis AM) Phkasp.s. < la*sif)efl and 

Arf«nj;«*d as to Fatiltlale fhe Kx 
I;r«-ss;on of Ideas and avsisi in l.iteraiy 
«>>n)j»r»«^it5on. By I'ktp.n Mark RixiKr, 
M.I)., F.k.S. kc<onijkiv-} thrwiKhout, 

cnlargcxl and rmprovr*!. jfariiv from the 
Autlu^r's Notes, and with a nill Index, 
liy the Author s Son, John Kksvis 
Rookt. Crown 8vo.^ loi. 6rf. 

j Whately.—K woi.ish Stsosym*. By 

! E. JANK WHATSLY. Fq>. 8 to.. 3». 
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Political Economy and Economics. 


Ashley.—E nolis»{ Kcosomic History 
ANL> THKORY. fJy W. J. AsIU-KY. 
M.A. Crown 8vo., Pan I., $s. Part 
II., lor. 6t/. 

Batfohot. — Economic Stcdifs. By 
WAl.TKK BAiiKlUiT. 8vo.. lOS. 6 d. 
Ba3;nOtt. --PRACTICAHI.K Sociai.i.sm : 
Essays on Social kclorni. By the kev. 

S. A. and Mrs. Barnk it. Cr. 8vo., 6s. 
Brassoy.— Pai’krs and Addkkssks on 
Work and Wagks. By I.ord Bkassky. 
Ktlitfd by j. Pottkk, ami with Intro- 
rliution by Gkokgk Howkll, M.P. 
(.'rown 8vo.. 5.J. 

Dovaa. A Manuai. of Political 
Economy. By C. S. Dkvas, M.A. 
Oown 8vo., 6f. 6#/. \Manualsof Catholic 
Philosophy .) 

Dowell. A History ok Taxation 

AND l AXKs IN I'.N<;i.AND, from the 
Earliest 'l imes to the Year 1885. By 
Stkpukn nowii:i.i, vols. 8vc).) Vols. 

I. and II. The Hi>.lory of 'I'ax.ation. 
2i.f. Vols. III. and IV. Tln^ Hi.story of 
I’axes. ai.L 

Jordan. - PiiK Standard ok Valuk. 
By William I .k.h;iiton Jordan. 8vo.. 
6j. 

Dealie. Essays in Poi.iticai. Econ¬ 
omy. By r. E. (,'I.1KKK LK-slik. 8vo., 
lor. 6»/. 

IMCaoleod.—Works by 1 !knky I^UNNlNG ' 
Maclf.od. M.A. 

Bimktai.ism. 8vo., V net. 

Tmk Elkmknts ok Banking. Crown 
8vo.. -D. (»\. • 

TIIK riiK4>kY AN1> PRACTtCKOK BANK- 
INci. V<il, I. 8vo.. la.f. Vol. 11. 14.'. 
THK 'rilKORY OKt'RKDIT. 8vo. Vol. 
I. loj. net. Vol. H.. Pari I.. 4J. 6./. ' 
Vol. H. Part H., loj. 6 <l. 


Mill.— Political Economy. By JoHi 
Stuart Milu 

Popular Edition. Crown 8 vo. , 3L 6c 
Library EUiilion. 2 vols. 'Svo , 30 

Shirres.—A n Analysis ofthr 
OF Econ«)Mics. By I,. P. Shirrk ' 
B. A., sometime lonance Under-Secretar 
of tli_* Ciovernrnent of Bengal. Crow 
8vo. , 6 s . 

Symes. -Political Economy: a Shoi 
'IVxi-Vrook of f’oMliciI I'iccnomy. Wit 
PiobI«*ms for S<»lniion» and Hints fo 
Supplement.iry Reading. By Prof. J. E 
Symk.s, M..-\., of University College 
Nottingham. Crown 8vo., 2 S. 6d. 

Toynbee.— Ukcturks on thk In¬ 
dustrial kKvoruTioN OK thk i8th 
OiNTURy IN F.n<;land. By Arnold 
'rov.NUKK. Witli a Memoir of the 
Author by B. Jovvktt. 8vo., lor. 6 d . 

Webb. —Thk History ok Tradk 
Unionism. By Sidney and Bkatkk \ 
Wkbh. With Map and full Bibhographv 
of the Stibject. 8vo., i8j. 

Wilson. —Works by A. 1 . W’li.soN 
Cliielly reprinted from The Imtslors 
Proitw. 

pRAt iicAi. Hints to Small In 

VKSrOKS. ( roNsn 8\o , if. 

Pi AINAi>vickauoutIjkkInsukan(;i 
( rovNn 8vo.. ir. 


Evolution, Anthropology. &o. 

Clodd.-“Works by Edward ( lodd. ■ Dubbock. - I uk oricin of C ivii i 


'I’llK SroKYOF CKKATION ; A Pl.un Ac- j 
count of Evolution. With 77 lllustni- ! 
lion.s. Crown 8vo., 3i. 6t/. | 

.\ PRIMKR OK Evolution: tx*ing a j 
Pt>pular Abridged Edition of * Pho j 
Story of CreationWith IlUist. • 
Fcp. 8vo., IS. [In tk* Press. ! 

Httth.- -Thk Marriagk ok nkak Kin. j 
consideretl with Respect to the Law of ! 
Nations, the Result of Experience, and 
the Tcachini^s of Biology. By Ai.frkd 
Hk.nry Huth, Royal 8 vo.. 71. 6*/. 
liana. -^*usTt>M and Myth: Studies 
of ^rly Usage and Belief. BvAndrrw 
Lang. M.A. With 15 lUusiraliona. 
Crown 8vo.. y. 6d. 


TION .in«l the F*rin)it>ve C'ondiuon « 
Man. By SirJ. Ulhiuk k. IWt.. M.l 
With 5 Plates and 20 Illustrations in th 
Test. 8vo. idj. 

Romanos.—Works by CjKORGK Johj 
Romanks, M..A.. l.dX. K.R.S. 
Darwin, and Aktf.r Darwi.n : an Ex 
position of the Darwinian 'Pheof) 
and a Discussion on Posi-Darwinia 
Questions. Pan I. The Darwinia 
Theory. With Portrait of Darwi 
and 125 Illustrations. Crown 8vo 
loi. 6(/. 

An Examination of Wrismanniss 
Croam 8vo., dr. 
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" Classioal Litoraton aod Translations. &c. 

4 bbott.—H em KsioA. A toll t“cik>n of Plato.'-i*A«MFMiiKs oF Pl.ATo, Teitt. 


on Poriry. IMuJosophy. ‘ 

History, af»<i kcl'g><»n. by | 

Evki.ys ABW»rr. M A.. I.UIX 8vo., ' 
|6/. 

Bschylus.—H i’mksu>k!» ok .+1s< mv* 

» IX'H XViih Mctftt.?! Kn;*li-.h rr.insla on. 

Bv J. F. nAViF.s. 7;. 

•Iristoplmncs. ~ lhr Ai jiarnian'. ok 
A i :.‘‘Toi*HANh b. ;n:o E?n;loh 

v. r>.r. I^y R. Y. I VKKl.l.L. ( lown 

Hv , 1 j. 

ArM'kor. \Vt rks’ y Pioffssor Hk< KKK. 

<j M i i ^ : or. koiii.in S« t*nfs in ihv l ime 
->( An■f;u^lU5. Illustr.iUtl. Tost owj.. 
7 r. (yJ. 

CuAKit i.KS : or. ll'mstr.ilions of ilie 
I’ro.ile L»fe of llie Ancient (iu'cks. 
n!n'-lr.«*r<t. r<*sl 8v<. . 7<. K/ 

Clcoro. ^ 'n.KRo's • Ork ;si‘t >ni»ks< k. 
By k. Y- IvkKKi-l. \oK. 1 . II,. Ill 
8\o.. r.U'h tat. Vol. IV.. ic,i. 

Parnell. Kviuc Toktry: .1 

( onii'U'te ('i of the .’^nrvini' 

I'.isviCr’S from the lireck S in.: Win r 
Anan^nil .s'tli I’lcf-itLiry .Ails. Ics. hi 
tri.Kluctory M.ittci and Commciil.ilV. I'*y , 
<»k**‘:<;k S. Kaknkki.. .M .A W.ih 

Fl.llCV 8vt< l- s. 

Havrieon. Mvms ok nu (d‘VssKY 

IS AiiT ASi» l.nK^AIVM. I'V I.WK 
K M.vmrison. naistf.-ii-i a.;!i <.)ni 
lira* I 8-. o , j H1 

riRHi;. ifiMFK AM> IHI IM'I' Hv 
'A' C rown Hvo., (,i. ml. 

Mflokuil. Ski K« T Fj-i'.kams 

THK iiWKKK .A N 1 IIOI.m< . V By I, W 

MA«'KAJI.. !’«-how »»K I' I 'iol ( ij’i'iC'-c, 
C.).iiortl. Kditr ! v.a!i .t !\cvia*tj I'l .\l. 
Intioilviction. '1 ranjjation. and ,N<.»i«s. 
8vo.. i6j. 


>Mih IniJoijuvi! ti Au di MS. Ac, IV r. 
MA'ICIKF 8 \o . 7i i\t. 

Rich. -.N I>UTiusM Y OK Roman and 
liKKKK ASTIVtUll" Bv .\ Kill*. 
IVA. With aotjo WixvRuts- ('town 
8vo,. 7J. oj'. 

Sophoolos.--TranslaCrd into 

\i-r.c. By Kohkht W lun i aw. M..\ . 
A^'•l^^.ln^ MaMcr m Kui^hv .'v Ihk'! l.tlc 
Kcliow I J 1 nmiv ( o!lcp;c. (..'ainbralj'c 
C'rtiwn 8vo., Hj. ('■/. 

Thoooritu#. i bk loviis of I iiko 

( Kl I fs, I ran‘'l.ii- d iiiui 1 ludisl) Vctmv 
B y Jam; *' ih nkv IhniAioi. MA 
Oxon. I c)'. 4I0 , <ij (’vf. 

Tyrrell. I' KASMM IONS INTO (>KKKK 

ASi> I-AiiN \'i I’-I I'd.nd hy K. Y 
'TYRKKI.!.. 8 \o . f. . 

Virgil. r>M A'Si Trans 

lairii into l-'n^hsh X'c:''- hv jollN C on 
IM, I o.N, ( Hiwn Hv., ot 

Thk I'liKMS of \*iKOll.. Iran.slMlrd 
ir.to Kn^dish I'losc I*)' joMN ('oMN<» 
TON. « low n Hvf) . Oi 

4 S 

'IHf .1- SKI I lit »f \ i Mill tr.iirlalrij 

into B!at]k V. rs'-. )'•>' W. J. 

rMoHNini.I.. < rovM. Hvo,. /i 6«f 

I mj' /V.ni III Of Bi.w.Us .. to 

\’I- I i.anvlatcd li t' I'.njd’slj Vi ise 

by l.v.MKs klloAlos ( i./wn 8vo,, 

-S' 

Wilkins- IJIK ( •fowil! of IHK HoM 

KKH I'oKMs, l'.\ ( ». Wll KISS. 8 vo. 61 . 


Poetry and the Drama. 


ailingham. “Works by Wh.i.i.sm 

Allinoham. 

Irish Somis and Pof.ms. With Fron- 
iBpace of llv* Waterfall of .A.saroe. 
Kcp. 8vo., 6 j. 

Laurk-nck Buxjmkiki.d. With Bor 
trait of the Author. Fcp. 3 vo.. 31 . Ol. 


i.ihK AND Bhastasv with Froniis 
JH'T.- bv S r I K Mu DAIS. Ikol., 
iiivl Ii' vign bv Akun K Ilfc.DKv, 
Fcp. 8 »o.. 6 «. ; 1 ir^f ]mP' r »’dHi<*n. t a.». 

THODOHT and WV/fD. AND AsHBt 
Manor; a Hay. With J'ortr.ut of the 
Auth.H- '-nd hair riiratrical 

Si^cncsdrawn by Mr. Allini,'hani. Fcp 
8 vo., 6r. ; large ;vap<T cdtiion. laj. 


Flower Biect.s: L>av and Njoht Blackberries. IrrBR'rial ihmo , 6/. 
StiNGS : Ballai>%, With 2 Hes.gns , 

by D. G. koNSKTTl. Fcp. 8 vo.. 6 /.; i Silt of tke ah<.rvt 6 ti-lt. way Be 
large paper edition, lai. . uuifvimhoij P’<ir(kmemtbin4tng,prHoy2$ 
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Poeti^ and the \)Ktmsr~coniiHued. 

•Works by G. F. Savage 


Arpiatrong.- 

AKM9TKONO. 

Poems: Lyrical and Dramatic. Fcp. 
8vo., fa. 

Kino Saul. (The Tragedy of Israel, 
Part I.) Fcp. 8vo. o. 

Kino David. (The Tragedy of Israel, 
Part II.) Fcp. 8vo., fa. 

King Solomon. (The Tragedy of 
Israel, Pan III.) F«. 8vo., 6j. 
Ugone: a Tragedy. Fcp. 8vo., Or. 

A Garland from Greece: Poems. 
Fcp. 8vo., yr. fA. 

Stories of Wicklow: Poems. Fcp. 
8vo.. ^s. fxL. 

Mephistopheles in Broadcloth: a 

Satire. Fcp. Svo., 4r. 

One in the Infinite: a Poem. Cr. 
8vo., ^s. fxl. 


-The Poetical Works 
J. AR.'rSTRONG. Fcp. 


Armstrong.- 

op Edmund 
8vo., SI. 

Arnold.—Works by Sir Edwin Arnold, 
K.C.I.E., Author of ‘The Light of 
Asia,’ &c. 

The Light of thf. World: or. the 
Great Consummation. A Poem. 
Crown 8vo.. yr. 6 tf. net. 

PrtuntaHon HUition. With 14 Illus¬ 
trations by W.*'Holman Hunt. 
4to., aoj. net. 

PoTiPHAR's Wife, and other Poems. 

Crown Svo., jx. net. 

Adzuma : or. the Japanese Wife. A 
Play. Crown 8vo., fa. 6 d. net. 

BslL— Chamher Comedies: a Collec¬ 
tion of Plays and Monologues for the 
Drawing Room. By Mrs. Hugh 
Belu Crown 8vo.. 

BilSmson.— Works by BjbRNSTjERNE 
BjOrnsen. 

Pastor Sang ; a Play. Translated by 
William Wilson, Cr. 8vo., 51. 

A Gauntlet: a lilrama. Translated 
into English by Osman Edwards. 
With Ponrait of the Author. Crown 
8vo.. $». 

Ooehnsno.—T he Kestrel's Nest, 
and other Verses. By Alfred Coch 
RANE. Fcp.avo.,3i.6d.^^, UB'A'i 

’ SMito.—I^^&MEDiA Di Dante. - 
New Tertp iMfiilMtdidAia'W«‘'tB#f 


aqethe. 

FAUST, Part 1., the German Text, witl 
Introduction and Notes. By Alseri 
M. Selss, Ph.D., M.A. Cr. 8vo., 5^ 
Faust. Translated, with Notes. B 
T. E. Webb. 8vo., lar. 6</. 

Ingelow. —Works by Jean Ingblow. ; 
Poetical Works, a vols. Fcp. Svo.T 
lar. i 

Lyrical and Other Poems. Selecter 
from the Writings of Jean Ingelow? 
Fcp. 8vo.. ar. 6 d .; cloth plain, 3.1 
cloth gilt. t 

t ' 

Kendall.— Songs from Dreamland-, 
By May Kendall. Fcp. Svo.. sr. net.tjp 


Xiang. —Works by ANDREW Lang. 

Ban and ArkiErf. Ban. A Rally of' 
Fugitive Rhymes. Fcp. Svo., sr. 
net. 

Grass of Parnassus. Fcp. Svo, 
ar. 6 tf. net. 1 

Ballads of Books. Edited b * 
Andrew Lang. Fcp. 8vo., 6r. 

Thk Blue Poetry Book. Edited b 
Andrew Lang. With la Plates am' 
88 Illustrations in the Text by H. J * 
Ford and Lancelot Speed. Crowi' 
Svo., 6r. 

Special Edition, pri:tted on /ndiar 
pa^. With Notes, but withou. 
Illustrations. Crount 8t*a., yr. 6 d 


By W. E. H. Lecky 


Iieoky.— Poems. 

Fcp. Svo., 51. 

Xioyton. —Works by Frank l. , 

The Shadows op the Lake. an. 
other Poems, Crown Svo., yr. 6. 
Cheap Edition. Crown Svo.. y. 6<». 
Skei.rton Leaves; Poems. Crow 
8vo., 6r. 

Lytton.—Works hy The Earl t 
Lytton (Owen Meredith). 
Marah. Fcp. 8vo.. 6r, 6d. 

King Poppy: a Fantasia. With 
Plate and Design on Title-Page 1 
Sir Ed. Burne-Jones, A.R.A. Cron 
Svo., tor. 6d. 

- Cr. Svo. roL 6d. 

i/WMnat- Crown 8vo., >o>. 6d. 
Sklectkd Poems. Cr. 8ro.. tor. 6d 
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nlaar.—L. at( or Akcj*i«t Eo»tE. 

pf Lord Macawlat. 

traced by G. Scha*». Fcp, 4«<»-. 

IW. 6</. 

- Bijou Edition. 

iSnux, ». 6if., gilt CO^ 
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I, _Popular Edition. 

Ftp. 4to., 6 J. sewed, ir. clolb. 

niustratfd by J. R. Wecueun. Crown 
8vo., 3 i. W. 

Annotated Edition. Fcp. 8vo.. u. 
sewed, IJ. 6d. cloth. 


••bit.— I-Avs AND Legends. By E. 
VESBiTjMrs. Hubebt Bt.AND). hirst 
series. Crown 8vo.. y. 6rf. Second 
Series, with Portrait. Crown 8vo., y. 

•tt.—Works by Sabah Piatt. 

>OEUS. With portrait of the Author, 
a vols. Crown 8vo.. tor. 

An Enchanted Castle, and other 
Poems : Pictures, Portraits and People 
in Ireland. Crown 8vo., y. M. 


PUstt.—Works by JtMii* James Piatt. 
Idyls and Lyrics op the Ohio 
Valaey. Crown 8vo.. 51. 

Little New World Idyls. Cr. 8vo,. 

y- 

Rhoadsa.—T eresa and Otnsm 
Poems. By James Rhoadee Crown 
! 8vo., y. bJ. 

Riley.— Works by Jamks Whitcomii 
Rii.kv. 

Ol.D FASHtONED Kosits t Poems. 
tamo., 51. 

Poi.Ms Here at Home. Fc»p. 8vo., 
6t net. 

Roberta. — Songs op the Common 
i D.tv. AND AvK. r an Ode for the .Shelley 
Cinienarv. By CHARUtS G. D. 
Rohkris. Crown 8vo.. y. 6 d. 

■ Shakespeare.—iiowDi.KR's Family 
SlIAKHSPKARE. With 36 WoOdciltS. 
I wl. 8va,. 141. Or in 6 vols. Fcp. 
8vo., an. 

j The SHAKKSfEARK BlHTltDAY BOoX, 
! By Mary F. Dunbar, jaino., k. &/. 
‘ Ilrawing-Room lalilion, with Pboto- 
I graphs Fcp. ^vo.. tor. M. 

8turgds.-y\ bBok op Song. By Julian 
j Sturgis.^ i6mo., y. 


Workt of Fiotion, Humonr, Ao. 


latey.— '^^orks by F. Anstrv. Author | 
if ■ Vice VersA ’. | 

Phe Blace Pootil.E, and other .Stories, i 
it' «*" 8vo.. 2J. Iwards. ar. bJ. cloth, j 

^ POPULI. Reprinted from 

f■ PunchFirst Series, With ao • 
Illustrations by J. Bernard Part- I 
RIDGE. Cr. Bvo., 3». 6rf. ! 

Pbr Travelling Companions. Re- ‘ 
printed from ' Punch'. With as llius-. 
trations by J. Bernard Partridge. ! 
Post 4to.. 5 ». 

The Man prom Blankley’s; a Story 
in Scenes, nnd other Sketches. With 
34 lUustraiions byj. Bernard PampS 
RIOCE. Fcp.4(o..6>. ^ A 

itof A JouRHS^ IN Other WouslC 
Romance of the FdtRie. B/JOhn 
ACOB Astm. Whh lo BiiisOati^ 
>Ta« da 


Baker.— By the Western Sea. By 
James Baker, Author of'John Westa- 
cott'. Crow n 8vo.. y. 6<f. 

Beaoonafleld.—Works by the Earl of 
Bkaconspield. 


Novels and Talks. Cheap Edition. 
Complete in 11 vols. Cr. 6vo.. ir. dd. 
each. 

Vivian Grey. j Henrietta Temple. 

ThcYoungDuke.dc. 1 Venetia. TancreA 
Alroy, Ixton, Ac. | Conin^slw, SybiL 
Conurini Fleming, I laithair. Endymion. 
Ac. i 

Novels and Tales. The Hughendea 
V Edition. With a Portraits and is 
. ' Vignettes, ft vols, Cr.8vo., 43». 

ClaCK.— David’s tAoi: a Story of 
Rotmdaie life in the eatiy yasrs of Iht 
Nineteenth Century. By JOHN HUaf* 
POBD CtMOa. Croav Svo. 6t, 


Story of 
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» of Ftolldii, Binnoup, jinked. 


^^w.7-W«ifo KfARoAxrr D*- 
^ I-Wl^:Aulh«Of «;ihn Ward’. 

', tW Siray <?# A Cmi.D. Cr.<evo., 51. 

' Idk. TO»<lnr DOVK, and other Stories. 
Crown 8vo.', 6/. 

PWL^ ^tNi)i 4 ns WlFB. Cr. 8vo., Sr, 

Doag^lL^Works by L. Douoall. 
Bxooars Ai.l. Crown 8vo., 3j. Srf. 
What Necessitt Knows. Crown 
8tn»., Sr. 

Doyle.—Works by A. Conan Dovuc. 

Micah C1.ARRE: a Tale of Monmouth’s 
^belUon. With Frontispiece and 
Vignette. Cr. 8vo., v- 6rf. 

’The CAPTAllt OF THE Pqlestar, and 
other Tales. Cr. 8vr.., ijr. 6d. 

Tire REFufcEEs: a Tale of Two Con- 
Unents. Cr. 8vo., Sr. 

I'ert'M.—D arkness and Dawn: or, 
Sccne^in the Days of Nero. An His¬ 
toric Tale. By Archdeacon Farrar. 
Cr. 8vo.. yr. bd. 

B*o^reter.—M ajor/urua. By Francis 
Forster. Crown evo‘ Sr 

ffEOjUde.—T he Two Chiefs of Dun- 
■tJY,: an Irish Romance of the Last 
, Century. Byf. A. Froude. Xr. 8vo., 
3 *. fid. 

a^ee.—T he Thing That Hath 
M an’s Mistake. By 
^'^•Dilkes, M.A., Masterof Dulwich 
' -.VOiwg^ Author ‘ Boys and Masters ’. 
Crown 8va, Sr. 

H*gg^.-»Worka by H. Rider Hag- 

«int. With 3a Ilhaltations. Crown 
3r. 6* 

..'AMiam Qvatbrmain. With »i lUus- 
,* Crownem.a*. s/ 
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HfcggaTd.—Works \)f H. Rider Hac 
GtkX^—^conitnwdt 

Eric BrighteVbs. With stljlnstr 
tions. Cr. 8vo., f>d. 

Nada the Lily. With 23 rilustt 
tionsa Cr. 8vo.,dfa 

M0NTEZUMA’*S DAUGHfEH. With 
Illustrations. Crown 8vo., Sr. 

Allan s Wife. . With 34 Illustratio 
Crown 8vo., 31. 6rf. 

The Witch’s Head. With 16 Ilh 
trationa Crown Svo., 3r. bd. 

Mr, Meeson’s Will. With 16 III 
trations. Crown 8vo.. 3s. bd. 

Dawn. With 16 Illustrations. Cro . 

8vo., 3r. bd. ^ 

The People of the Mist. With* 

Illustrations. Cr. 8vo.,St. » 

Haggard and Lang.— The Wori 
Desire. By H. Rider Haggard ; 
Andrew Lang. With ay Illustrati'f 
by M. Greippenhagen. Cr. 8»o..sr ^ 

y 

Harte.— In the Carqoinrz Woo 
and other Stories. By Bret Hak 
C r. 8vo., 3t. bd. !. 


-The Unbidden Gut' 
. Hornung. Crown Svo. 
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Cr.BrOtjts. boorda. 
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Hornnng.' 

By E. W. 

•’y Edna Lyall, Aui < 
of ‘Donovan,’ &c. 

The Autobiography of a Slandi 
F cp. 8vo., ir. sewed 
Presentation Edition. With ao II 
trations by Lancelot Speed. . 
8vo., as. bd. net. ovi"- 

Doreen ; ’The Story of a Singer. 

8VO., 61. y 

Melville.—WoHcs 1 » O. 1 . Wb 

Melville. 


Holing House. 
Kate Coventry. ® 
Dlgby Grand. * 
General Bounce 


Tbe Gladiatdrt. 

The Interpreter. 

Good for Ncahing. , 

Tbe Qneen's l^ri^ J ,,, 

Cr. Bvo., ts. bd. ea^ 

Works liy Mn. Olipha^ 
U asilli. Or. eve., lit, bd., 

JH8»fc.». 6 i. 







